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Lessons of the Weimar Republic — Reprint Support Your Local Police — Booklet 
The history of Weimar Germany illustrates how the social, This booklet provides detailed information on the essential role locally 
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tion so easily leads to the loss of liberty. An eight-page, signs that we are at risk of losing our freedom due to the ongoing 
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Agenda: Grinding America Down 
Meltdown This isn’t simply a political, social, or even economic war — this is 
A free-market look at why the stock market collapsed, a fight to preserve the free world as we know it. This documentary 
the economy tanked, and government bailouts will make lays the groundwork for the battle ahead. (2010, 93min, cased DVD, 
things worse. (2009, 194pp, hb, $25.95) BKMD $17.95) DVDAGAD 
Economics in One Lesson 2A Today for the USA 
The shortest and surest way to understand basic This short video clearly demonstrates that the right to keep and bear 
economics. (1979ed, 218pp, pb, $13.95) BKEIOL arms is good for all Americans — and for freedom. (2009, 22min, 
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ECONOMY 


What Destroyed the Economic Recovery? 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — President Obama’s first two budgets 
predicted three years of robust economic growth, but that didn’t 
happen. 


ELECTIONS 


Will Phantom Voters Make the Difference 


in This Year’s Elections? 
by Brian Farmer — The Motor Voter Act is being abused by the 
Obama administration and activists to elect Obama. 


SURVEILLANCE 
Attack of the Drones 


by Joe Wolverton, II, J.D. — The use of drones overseas and at 
home may threaten timeless principles of constitutional liberty. 
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Police Consolidation 

by Joe Wolverton IT, J.D. — Will consolidation of local police 
departments and sheriffs’ offices mean taking control away from 
local citizens, chiefs of police, and sheriffs? 


BOOK REVIEW 
Behind Barack 


by William F. Jasper — Trevor Loudon has compiled a tome about 
Obama’s radical associates. 
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Gun Control or Killer Control? 
by Jack Kenny — History tells us that guns control wanton killers, 
and without guns, deaths rise. 
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Push Out Politicians 


Polls show Americans’ disapproval of 
Congress, which only has an 11 percent 
favorability rating, plus the actions of the 
president and politicians at other levels, 
including state, county, and city, show that 
all politicians should be all thrown out of 
office. Politicians don’t work for the voter 
but to get votes in order to stay in office so 
that they can accumulate wealth and power 
by catering to special-interest groups of all 
sorts, especially those of big unions and 
multinational corporations, as well as elitist 
individuals. They become career politicians. 
Politicians are easily influenced in the 
way they will vote in regards to specific 
legislation through favors. Also, 99.9 per- 
cent of politicians flip-flop on issues to get 
the vote so that they win an election instead 
of being forthcoming on what their stance 
is on important legislation. All politicians 
deserve to be thrown out of office no mat- 
ter what party they are associated with so 
that upcoming politicians start listening to 
voters, not special interests. 
BILL MILLER 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


Compassion 


Currently Florida Senator Marco Rubio’s 
mantra on the illegal-immigrant invasion 
of America is as follows: Should we take 
a person, who was forced to come here 
when he or she was five years old and is 
now a valedictorian, and send him or her 
home to their country of origin? I say yes! 
As well as asserting America’s long- 
ignored Constitution’s Article 1, Section 
8 on the subject of repelling invasions, 
when the American-educated illegal is re- 
turned to his homeland with American ed- 
ucational, economic, social, and political 
values, he should be a tremendous asset to 
improving his country. These future lead- 
ers could resurrect their countries and their 
citizens from their self-imposed cultural 
failures. Truly a precedent of compassion- 
ate statesmanship. 
DAvID SMITH 
Sent via e-mail 


Going Green, or Black? 


There have been massive forest fires in 
Colorado and Arizona. These will be fol- 
lowed by more massive forest fires else- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


where, probably in California and Oregon. 
Radical green efforts to block logging and 
timber sales in national forests since the 
1990s are the real culprits. The U.S. Forest 
Service reported last year that during the last 
part of the 20th century, widespread treat- 
ments in lodgepole pine stands that would 
have created age-class diversity, enhanced 
the vigor of remaining trees, and improved 
stand resiliency to drought, insect attack, 
and fires — such as timber harvest and thin- 
ning — lacked public acceptance. Proposals 
for such practices were routinely appealed 
and litigated by the proponents of the en- 
vironmental cult, constraining the ability 
of the Forest Service to manage what had 
become large expanses of even-aged stands 
of trees, susceptible to insect attacks and 
fires. Capitulation to lawsuit-happy green 
thugs undermined “public acceptance” of 
common-sense, biodiversity-preserving, 
and life-saving timber harvest and thinning 
practices. In other words, we are enslaved 
by the eco-cult of death. 
Marc JERIC 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


Decades of Distraction 


I wish to comment on Cameron Badgley’s 
letter to the editor regarding voting, in gen- 
eral, and presidential elections, in particular. 
First, more voters do not necessarily mean 
better government will follow. An informed 
electorate is an idea whose time has come 
and is necessary for political improvement. 
That should be the focus of “spreading the 
word,” using THE NEw AMERICAN’S Free- 
dom Index (July 9 issue) as a tool. 
Second, Badgley’s letter implies that 
presidential elections are more important 
than others. This simply is not true, though 
it has been the thrust of leftist media ef- 
forts over many decades, to keep us dis- 
tracted, every four years. The point is: 
Congressional races are many times more 
important. That should be the message that 
“our brothers and sisters in Christ,” and 
THE NEw AMERICAN, must send. 
FRANK ST. GEORGE 
East Rockaway, New York 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Another U.S. family is being fined for the “crime” of conducting 
a home Bible study without getting the proper permits. Shane and 
Marlene Roessiger face a fine of $250 a day from Venice, Florida, 
after city officials determined that the couple were conducting 
an unauthorized “house of worship” at their residence because 
of the Bible study that brings six to 10 individuals there each 
Friday night. 

The Blaze.com wrote September 17 that, according to the Pa- 
cific Justice Institute (PJI), the California-based legal advocacy 
group that is representing the couple in the legal proceedings, 
the Roessigers have a small Christian outreach called In Him 


Healing Touch Ministries. When they started the ministry, the 
Roessigers chose to get their mail at home instead of renting a 
post office box. Now, “Venice Code Enforcement officials are 
using the listing of the residence as the ministry’s address to build 
a case against the Roessigers,’ explained PJI. Venice officials are 
fining the couple $250 daily for violating zoning laws by holding 
the weekly Bible studies. 

Kevin Snider, the PJI attorney handling the case, informed the 
city’s Code Enforcement Board that the Roessigers have since 
changed the mailing address for the ministry so that it is no longer 
listed at their home. Nonetheless, the couple intends to continue 
using their home for prayer and Bible study, and the city contin- 
ues to fine them. Shane Roessiger told Fox News Radio he has 
a difficult time understanding “how it is illegal to have a prayer 
meeting on Friday night with a half dozen people, but it is alright 
if I invited the same group on Monday evening to watch Monday 
Night Football.” 

PJI President Brad Dacus told Focus on the Family’s Citizen- 
Link: “This nation was built upon people being able to gather, 
pray, and have Bible studies in their homes. Many churches are 
founded upon that as the beginning of their churches. For cities 
to be allowed to get away with this is totalitarian.” Dacus said 
that PJI would not “stand idly by while local governments run 
over families for having these types of religious gatherings in 
the privacy of their own homes. If cities want to fine people and 
drag them into court or before other tribunals for having prayer 
meetings, we will be waiting for them.” 


QE3: Quantitatively Easing America Further Into Inflation 


With the economy continuing to founder, it was only a matter of 
time before Ben Bernanke and the Federal Reserve decided to turn 
a third time to printing money in a vain attempt to jolt the American 
economy back to life. This third round of “quantitative easing” — 
QE3 for short — announced on September 13, is just the digital 
equivalent of printing still more money, money that banks and other 
financials will either hoard in vaults or pour into equities, driving 
up stock prices but doing little to enliven the economy as a whole. 


Ben 
Bernanke 


AP Images 


The latest initiative will involve the monthly purchase of up to 
$40 billion in mortgage-backed securities by the Federal Reserve, 
which it will pay for by expanding the money supply. The logic 
of this move is that the Fed purchases will keep mortgage rates 
low and encourage skittish American homebuyers to jump back 
into the market. More home purchases will get money circulating 
again, encouraging people to go out and shop and start running 
up their credit cards like they did in the go-go days prior to 2008. 

The reality is that most Americans are too busy struggling 
to find or keep employment, pay down debts, and avoid fore- 
closure to give any thought to taking out a mortgage on a new 
home. Meanwhile, banks and big business are too worried about 
continuing fiscal chaos in Europe and the impending “fiscal 
cliff’ to loan out or otherwise invest the new money produc- 
tively. 

What is likely to result from QE3 is rising prices coupled 
with stagnant unemployment figures. With gasoline again at 
record highs and grocery costs soaring, inflation is starting to 
take a serious bite at the checkout counter. As Peter Boockvar, 
equity strategist at Miller Tabak, told CNN Money recently, “I 
would love for Ben Bernanke to walk into a Wal-Mart and tell 
a person living paycheck to paycheck that high inflation will 
be good for them.” 


INSIDE TRACK 


Boy Scouts Accused of Covering Up Child Molestation by Leaders 


The Boy Scouts of America (BSA) is facing allegations that it 
hid hundreds of cases of child molestation committed by Scout 
leaders from the 1970s to the ’90s, and even helped admitted of- 
fenders cover their tracks, allowing them to cite other reasons for 
resigning from their leadership positions. 

According to a report in the September 16 Los Angeles Times, 
a review of 1,600 internal Boy Scouts case files from those years 
uncovered details of both alleged and confirmed child molest- 
ers within the organization. Frequently, according to the Times, 
volunteers and employees “suspected of abuse were allowed to 
leave, citing bogus reasons such as business demands, ‘chronic 
brain dysfunction,’ and duties at a Shakespeare festival.” 

For decades the BSA has dealt with the problem of pedophiles 
and molesters slipping through its screening process, and since 
the 1990s has added layers of safeguards to its application pro- 
cess for selecting Scout leaders. The issue helps to explain why 
the BSA decided earlier this year to maintain its longtime ban on 
admitted homosexual men and women from serving in leadership 
positions in the organization. 

In its report the Los Angeles Times implied that the Boy Scouts’ 
efforts to keep child molesters out of its leadership ranks was inef- 
fective, and that some local officials actually worked to protect the 
accused. “Men expelled for alleged abuses slipped back into the 


program, only to be accused of molesting again,” alleged the Times, 
“Now, a more extensive review has shown that Scouts sometimes 
abetted molesters by keeping allegations under wraps.” 

Officials with the Boy Scouts of America responded to the Los 
Angeles Times article with a statement saying they regretted past 
incidents that harmed children involved with Boy Scout programs, 
and pointing out that they have “always cooperated fully with any 
request from law enforcement and today require our members to re- 
port even suspicion of abuse directly to their local authorities.” They 
added that the cases highlighted by the Times represent a very small 
fraction of the adults who have worked in the organization, and 
that the organization has “continuously enhanced its multi-tiered 
policies and procedures, which now include background checks, 
comprehensive training programs and safety policies.” 


Taxpayers to Fund Hollywood ObamaCare an 


Taxpayers are funding a “public rela- 
tions” marketing contract to promote 
ObamaCare worth almost $1 million nm 
(so far) that will include working with 
Hollywood to promote the contro- 
versial federal healthcare takeover in 
popular TV shows. Critics blasted the 
deal as an effort to use propaganda to 
drum up support for Obama’s deeply 
unpopular signature statute, which 
polls show a majority of Americans 
hope to repeal. 
According to a September 14 New York Times article, Califor- 
nia officials overseeing the implementation of the ObamaCare- 
mandated “healthcare exchange” know that much of the battle 
will involve public opinion. So as other state governments work 
to nullify the federal power grab, authorities in the Golden State 
are pouring federal and state tax dollars into a “marketing plan.” 
Already famous for support of big government and President 
Obama, Hollywood and the entertainment industry will apparent- 
ly be one of the main targets of the pro-ObamaCare propaganda 
scheme. According to the marketing plan cited by the Times, 
among the ideas being discussed is a so-called “reality TV show” 
surrounding “‘the trials and tribulations of families living without 
medical coverage.” 
On top of that, the taxpayer-funded “marketing” scheme will aim 
to have prime-time television shows such as Modern Family and 


a 


modern [: arniily 


fe a’ 


Grey’s Anatomy promoting Obam- 
aCare in their plots. Spanish-language 
“telenovelas” run by Univision will 
also be targeted in the public relations 
effort, the Times reported. 

“T’d like to see 10 of the major TV 
a ' shows, or telenovelas, have people talk- 


a " : ing about ‘that health insurance thing,” 
¥ ) 3 i California health exchange Executive 
= Director Peter V. Lee was quoted as say- 

Q~- ing. “There are good story lines here.” 


Other elements of the scheme include 
massive advertising campaigns in dozens of languages. Some 
of the examples cited by the Times: advertising on coffee cup 
sleeves at community colleges and buying ads at professional 
soccer matches to reach young Hispanic men. 

In addition to the taxpayer-financed propaganda blitz — the 
exchange is funded with “grants” from the U.S. government and 
by already-strapped state taxpayers — a health insurance indus- 
try-linked foundation known as the California Endowment has 
already spent around $15 million touting ObamaCare. 

Even with multiple TV shows spewing propaganda for Obama- 
Care, however, some commentators believe opposition will re- 
main strong. Many conservatives barely watch television now due 
to the overt political bias and the widespread immorality passed 
off as normality — and those who do watch are largely aware of 
Hollywood’s overt big-government bias. ll 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ OCTOBER 8, 2012 


AP Images 


www.clarku.edu 


Homespun Paradox Offered by Homespun Analyst 
“Fathom the hypocrisy of a government that requires every citizen to 
prove they are insured ... but not everyone must prove they are a citizen. 
[Then add] many of those who refuse, or are unable, to prove they are 
citizens will receive free insurance paid for by those who are forced to 
buy insurance because they are citizens.” 

Ben Popular commentator Ben Stein obviously sees something wrong in the 
x Stein way our government acts. 
Nepotism in Vietnam Raises Ire 
“Taking a little girl who just graduated from journalism school and making her the director general of 
a construction company is no different than making a one-legged man a soccer goalie.” 
When 24-year-old To Linh Huong, the daughter of a member of the communist politburo, was named 
head of a state-owned construction company, popular Internet blogger Pham Viet Dao issued his dis- 
approval with a wry comment. 


Young Immigrants Still Crossing Into the United States 
“They are willing to risk the uncertain dangers of the trip north to escape certain dangers they face at home.” 
Many of the illegal immigrants coming from Mexico and Central America are seeking to escape vio- 
lent gangs and drug traffickers, according to Jessica Jones of the New 
York-based Women’s Refugee Commission. 


“T’ve been in law enforcement for 50 years. Nothing surprises me. But I rf 
know my people did the right thing.” a 
The Justice Department found no reason to indict Maricopa County Sher- — 
iff Joe Arpaio on charges claiming that his office and its deputies misused 
their powers in financial transactions. 


= ~~ 

. 
Federal Investigation of Arizona Sheriff Comes Up Empty lo Q\ 
Y ~ 


Obama’s Bailout of General Motors Very Costly for Taxpayers dos 
“A new Treasury report said it now expects to lose $25 billion on the Arpaio 
bailout [of General Motors].” 
While the Obama campaign and the president himself continue pointing to the bailout as a great success, 
the Treasury Department claims otherwise, as reported by Investor’s Business Daily. 


UN General Assembly Aiming at Marriage and Sexual Morality 

“What they want to do is make sexual orientation and gender identity new categories of non-discrim- 
ination in international law. If they achieve this, then homosexual marriage will be the law of the land 
no matter what your own law says.” 

President Austin Ruse of the Catholic Family and Human Rights Institute monitors events at the United 
Nations and has issued this alert. 


TSA Harshly Criticized in House Report 

“TSA operations in many cases are costly, counterintuitive, and poorly executed [and the agency has] 
a reactive approach to security.” 

The House Subcommittee on Transportation Security noted that the 
agency employs 62,000 people at an annual cost of more than $3 billion 
in payroll. 


Labor-union Political Power Declining 
“Most unions are just trying to tread water. It’s just protecting what they 
had in the past.” 
Unable to fund their political favorites because of a sharp drop in mem- 
bership and dues payers, labor’s clout continues to diminish, according 
to Gary Chaison, a professor of industrial relations at Clark University 
in Massachusetts. @ 
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the Economic 
Recovery? 


President Obama’s first two budgets predicted three years of robust economic growth, 
but that didn’t happen. So what happened to the economic recovery this time? 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


hen President Obama submitted 
Pr } his first two budget proposals 
W@ to Congress in early 2009 and 


2010, he included assumptions that the 


10 


recession would be followed by three 
years of economic growth approaching 
four percent per year. 

The growth never materialized. 

After shrinking in 2008 and 2009, the 
U.S. economy instead grew at an ane- 


mic 2.4 percent of gross domestic prod- 
uct (GDP) in 2010. Even weaker growth 
ensued in 2011, just 1.8 percent of GDP, 
which has also been the rate of growth 
for the first two quarters of 2012. That’s 
just a bit better than production needed to 
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account for population growth and, obvi- 
ously, not enough to bring unemployment 
levels below the eight-percent mark. 
Obama’s rosy economic projections of 
2009 and 2010 were not pulled out of thin 


spending is needed to lift an 
economy out of a recession by 
stimulating reticent consumer 
demand. The key equation for 
Keynesians is the formula by 


During the Reagan-era recovery ye 
economic growth averaged 4.3 pe 
annually for seven years after a rec: 


air. The White House’s Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget had simply projected 
growth rates by compiling an average 
growth rate during post World War II recov- 
eries after a recession. During the Reagan- 
era recovery years, economic growth aver- 
aged 4.3 percent annually for seven years 
after a recession where unemployment had 
soared even higher than the highest levels 
of the current recession. What Obama pro- 
jected was by no means unrealistic. 

So what happened to the economic re- 
covery this time? 

There are competing schools of thought 
about why the economy failed to grow as 
forecast after the recession, each with mu- 
tually exclusive conclusions about what 
ought to be done. 


Not Enough Bemand 

The establishment Keynesian school of eco- 
nomics — the dominant economic school 
of thought in government and academia 
for a generation — claims that government 


the school’s founding father, 
British economist John May- 
nard Keynes, for aggregate 
demand: C+I+G=Y 

The formula attempts 
to extract the elements of 
demand for goods in an 
economy, and means this: C (consump- 
tion) plus I (investment) plus G (govern- 
ment spending) equals Y (total demand). 
Keynes posited that consumers trim back 
consumption spending in a recession, 
which leads to pull-backs by producers, 
which leads to more layoffs and another 
wave of reduced consumption by con- 
sumers. Keynes called this theoretical 
private-sector economic death spiral a 
“liquidity trap” because consumers hang 
onto their cash and withdraw from mar- 
kets in a panic. Keynes said that in order 
to stop a liquidity trap, government needs 
to step in with higher spending — boost- 
ing total demand and restoring consumer 
confidence and consumption spending. 


He’s been shilling: Robert Shiller, a professor of economics who is a devotee of Keynesian 
economics, which promotes control of the economy through money creation and controlling 
interest rates, called for massive government stimulus to stop the recession. 
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where unemployment had soared even 
higher than the highest levels of the 
current recession. 


Yale University Professor Robert 
Shiller — an economist who was one of 
the few Keynesians to predict the housing 
bubble and bust of 2002-2008 — called 
massive government “stimulus” spending 
during the recession a grand Keynesian 
“experiment.” He told CNBC reporters 
from the Davos Economic Summit on 
January 28, 2010, “The recent recovery 
was a wonderful experiment in Keynes- 
ian economics, but there isn’t uniform 
support for these things. One thing is that 
people start to worry about the debt in- 
curred and that can cause a backlash — a 
political backlash — that would stop any 
further such efforts, even if they are still 
needed.” Shiller also tentatively projected 
for his audience that there would be about 
five or more years of sluggish growth, 
rather than a robust recovery. “I just 
don’t see this going away soon. I’m not 
saying we’re in for a depression.” Shiller 
made this prediction because he believed 
that the positive effects he attributed to 
government spending increases would 
be offset by fiscal austerity measures the 
following years. 

Shiller’s fear was the opposite of the 
Austrian free-market school of econom- 
ics, as Shiller wanted to maintain govern- 
ment spending increases for several years 
into the recovery in order to make it a 
robust — rather than a lackluster — re- 
covery. He also wanted to continue Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank suppression of interest 
rates to induce consumers to borrow and 
spend more. 


nomics has counseled that any stimulus 
by means of government spending is like 
a narcotic drug addiction: It feels good 
during the “high” period, but it makes 
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coming off the drugs harder, with larger and larger amounts of 
drugs needed down the line just to feel normal. 

THE NEw AMERICAN analyzed this “wonderful experiment in 
Keynesian economics” to see if the lackluster growth following 
the latest recession can be attributed to too much government 
debt (as the Austrians say) or to a quick end to the experiment by 
fiscal austerity and too much government belt-tightening (as the 
Keynesians say), using proofs in a manner typical of Keynesians. 
The Keynesian school analyzes macroeconomic data and believes 
proofs can be made in the same sense as a scientist can prove 
a thesis in a laboratory using the scientific method (induction). 
The Austrian school, on the other hand, argues that proofs in a 
scientific sense cannot be obtained in a large, complex economy 
with billions of variables. They hold that it is impossible in a 
large economy to isolate variables in the same way a scientist 
can isolate them in laboratory test tubes. Austrians hold that the 
best way to test a thesis is to use the logic of deduction from 
universally held truths. 

Using deduction, Austrians would affirm the economic drag 
created by high government debt: In 2011, the United States gov- 
ernment spent some $454 billion to pay interest on the national 
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debt, about three percent of the nation’s gross domestic product. 
None of this money was used to pave roads, build housing, or 
create businesses. One might expect that this money did not con- 
tribute to economic growth in any substantial way. 

But even if one accepts the Austrian school argument that an 
absolute proof using the scientific method is not possible because 
of the many variables in a modern global economy composed of 
billions of actors, analysts can still look at the global macroeco- 
nomic data and find a statistical correlation and conclude which 
thesis appears closer to finding the cause. 


Analyzing the “Wonderful Experiment” 

One of the easiest ways to measure the results from the “wonder- 
ful experiment in Keynesian economics” is to look at the growth 
data from developed nations before, during, and after the Great 
Recession and match it up to government spending data. The 
International Monetary Fund maintains a database of this infor- 
mation on its website, where one can track the economic progress 
of the 34 “developed nations” according to government spending 
and a variety of economic factors from the beginning of the slow- 
down in 2007 through the current year. Keynesian theory claims 
massive infusions of government spending were needed in 2008 
and 2009 to compensate for slackening aggregate demand as a 
result of private investors pulling funds out (in order to avoid a 
liquidity trap). 

The best measure of the effectiveness of government stimu- 
lus spending is to take gross spending and extract a percentage 
change from the previous year. Because all developed govern- 
ments have total government spending between 36 and 50 per- 
cent of GDP, not an exceptionally wide margin, the proportion 
of spending increase in each country would have fairly close to 
the same stimulus impact if year-over-year increases/decreases in 
government spending are measured. 

Keynesians would be fairly pleased by recession-era data. 
The data for GDP numbers in developed nations that engaged in 
significantly higher government spending during the recession 
years of 2008-09 do show smaller economic contraction, though 
the trendline is less pronounced in 2009. (See chart #1.) The 
recovery-era data is less pleasing for Keynesians. Increased gov- 
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ernment spending had no measurable ben- 
efit on the economy of the 34 developed 
nations. (See chart #2.) The IMF data for 
increased government “stimulus” spend- 
ing during the recovery years of 2010-11 
suggests that Shiller’s worry about gov- 
ernment austerity — that government belt 
tightening would impede recovery — in 
2010 may have been misplaced. 

The overall six-year 2007-12 trendline 
(See chart #5) does show a modest overall 
increase in GDP for nations during years 
governments increased spending, though 
the trend requires a massive 20-percent 
increase in year-over-year government 
spending in order to increase GDP growth 
by one percent in any given year. A 20-per- 
cent real increase in government spending 
in a single year is a massive change — in 
a recession, this would be an increase of 
about one-tenth of everything produced in 
the country — and it’s a spending increase 
that creates concerns about long-term debt 
accumulation if it is not accompanied by 
commensurate tax increases. 

The IMF data charting a mild stimula- 
tive impact of more government spending 
appears to be solid. Statistical outliers in 
the data do not measurably change the 
trendline. Statistical outliers on charts 
#1 and #2 include massive spending in- 
creases by Hong Kong and Singapore in 
2008, which experienced lower than aver- 
age contractions, and in 2009 by a huge 
one-year economic contraction in Estonia, 
which had cut 1.4 percent of government 
spending that year. Each of these three na- 
tions has had the strongest recovery since 
2009, along with Taiwan (which engaged 
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in modest government spend- 
ing increases during 2008- 
09). Deleting these three 
statistical outliers from the 
data would not significantly 
change the trendline. Neither 
would excluding data from 
collapsing economies such 
as Ireland, Greece, and Ice- 
land. These nations had only 
cut government spending 
because they had no other 
choice; they were unable to borrow any 
more money from lenders in global bond 
markets. One might argue that including 
data from national economies already in 
a state of collapse is not a fair measure 
of the success of government stimulus 
for generally successful economies, such 
as the United States. But the question is 
academic, as these three nations did not 
measurably change the overall 2007-12 
trendline. 

The data demonstrate that at least some 
temporary economic progress was made 
with government stimulus during the re- 
cession, as the Keynesians argue, but Aus- 
trians argue that the short-term benefit was 
far outweighed by burgeoning national 
debt and lowered savings rates that have 
stunted the recovery. And the data dem- 
onstrating the Austrian argument is even 
stronger (see chart #3). In every year from 
2007-12, nations carrying a higher debt 
level as a percentage of GDP experienced 
slower economic growth. Nations that carry 
low debt-to-GDP ratios include the Scan- 
dinavian nations, Estonia, Hong Kong, 
Australia, and New Zealand. Each of these 


In 2011, the United States government 
spent some $454 billion to pay interest on 
the national debt, about three percent of 


the nation’s gross domestic product. None 
of this money was used to pave roads, 
build housing, or create businesses. 


reliably achieved economic growth above 
the developed world median level of GDP 
growth. Australia had the lowest debt ratio 
of all developed nations, and was the only 
developed nation not to post GDP shrink- 
age for either 2008 or 2009. 

Using growth and debt figures from the 
IMF on all 34 developed countries from 
2007-12 (chart #3), one can conclude 
that for every 50 percent of GDP added 
in government debt, nations during 2007- 
12 experienced a subtraction of a full one 
percent in GDP growth every year. The 
overall IMF database, which includes 
data back to 1980, charts a similar trend. 
The average decline in GDP growth for 
1980-2012 when government debt hit 50 
percent of GDP was about three-quarters 
of a percent annually. And 50 percent of 
GDP happens to be the same amount of 
debt added in the United States during the 
combined time periods of the George W. 
Bush and Obama administrations. 

In 1982 — when the Reagan-era recov- 
ery began — the national debt-to-GDP 
ratio was 46 percent, half the level when 
the current recovery began in 2009. And 
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Nations that carry low debt-to-GDP 
ratios include the Scandinavian nations, 
Estonia, Hong Kong, Australia, and New 


Zealand. Each of these reliably achieved 
economic growth above the developed 


world median level of GDP growth. 


while many will be quick to blame Presi- 
dent Obama for his big-spending ways, 
it’s important to note that half of the debt 
piled up before the recovery came from 
Congresses during the Bush administra- 
tion. (Presidents can’t spend money. Only 
Congress can appropriate funds, though 
the president can make recommenda- 
tions.) This debt was piled up in a bipar- 
tisan fashion, by Republican Congresses 
before 2007, by Democratic Congresses 
from 2007-2010, and by a split Congress 
(Republican House and Democratic Sen- 
ate) since 2011. 

But the “debt explanation” of why the 
United States has had such poor econom- 
ic growth contains one key flaw: Several 
nations carrying large debt reliably beat 
the expected trendline on chart #3, even 


Federal Reserve Bank 
Chairman Ben Bernanke: 
The Fed chairman has 
embarked upon an historic 
increase in the money 
supply under the term 
“quantitative easing.” He 
suppressed interest rates 
to record lows to punish 
savers. 


though most did not grow 
as fast as most low-debt na- 
tions. Singapore and Japan 
carry massive debt, and beat 
(or bent) the trendline every 
time. Singapore maintains 
a very high national debt- 
to-GDP per capita, nearly 
100 percent of GDP, though 
it’s less than Japan, Greece, 
Portugal, Ireland, the United 
States, Belgium, and Italy. 
Yet its economy has one of the top growth 
rates in the world. Japan has endured abys- 
mal growth rates for two decades, but it 
nevertheless bent the expected trendline 
upward for its massive national debt of 
230 percent of GDP (more than twice the 
U.S. figure). Japan never scored below the 
trendline and had two years of growth sig- 
nificantly above it. 

Why? 

Austrian school adherents have an ex- 
planation for why the recovery has been so 
lackluster for some, and relatively robust 
for nations such as Singapore, Hong Kong, 
Taiwan, and Sweden: High national sav- 
ings rates. Japan’s National Savings Rate 
has been reduced in recent years because 
of government deficit spending, but per- 
sonal savings rates have nevertheless kept 
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the national rate above 20 percent. That’s 
almost double the U.S. rate, which is in the 
11-13 percent range. 

It’s not spending and demand that create 
economic growth, Austrian school adher- 
ents argue. Rather, it’s private-sector sav- 
ings and investment that create growth. 
Austrian school theorists are quick to criti- 
cize interest rate suppression by the Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank in the United States as 
discouraging savings (by offering a lower 
rate of return for investments) and encour- 
aging spending and borrowing (by lower- 
ing the price of borrowing). This is one of 
the key differences between the Austrian 
school of economics and the dominant 
Keynesians, as the latter argue monetary 
stimulus in the form of interest rate sup- 
pression is needed to stimulate demand in 
a recession. 

The Austrian school thesis can be 
measured against IMF data on “National 
Savings Rates,” which essentially mea- 
sure national savings as a function of 
national income (GDP) minus consump- 
tion and government spending (the figure 
sometimes also includes some govern- 
ment “savings”). The National Savings 
Rate also serves as an antithesis of the 
Keynesian argument that high private 
savings rates need government spending 
increases during recessions in order to 
overcome a liquidity trap. In Keynesian 
terms, the classical aggregate demand 
formula of Y=C+I+G is reversed to this: 
Savings=I=Y-(C+G). If Keynesian theory 
is correct, then nations with high savings 
rates (and therefore, low consumption) 
would have lower growth rates in re- 
cessions. If the Austrian school is right, 
then nations with high investment/sav- 
ings rates would be able to liquidate bad 
investments in a recession and recover 
more quickly. 

The data demonstrate a correlation be- 
tween high savings and high economic 
growth, the strongest correlation of data 
in available IMF data fields. The data se- 
riously undercut the Keynesian principle 
of aggregate demand being the key in an 
economy. In every year of the 2007-12 
period measured (as well as the overall 
1980-2012 IMF dataset), nations with 
high savings rates had significantly higher 
economic growth. That trend was espe- 
cially strong in recovery years. The Aus- 
trian school would claim that these high 
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savings rates in Singapore and Hong Kong 
— the two city-states have the highest sav- 
ings rates in the developed world — are 
the cause for stronger-than-expected eco- 
nomic growth, not government stimulus. 
Keynesians would likely counter that the 
massive government spending increases 
brought confidence back into the markets 
of these Asian city-states and prevented a 
liquidity trap. But Keynesian theory lacks 
a full explanation for the overall poor eco- 
nomic recovery. 

Austrian school theory also fits neatly 
into the results of more robust recovery 
during other recoveries, such as the Rea- 
gan-era recovery. From 1980-84, the U.S. 
Gross National Savings rate hovered in 
the 17-20 percent range, whereas over the 
last three years it has hovered in the 11-13 
percent range. 

It should hardly be surprising that sav- 
ings rates in the United States were higher 
in the early 1980s. Federal Reserve Bank 
under Chairman Paul Volcker had hiked 
interest rates up to record highs during 
the Reagan recovery as part of an anti- 
inflationary campaign. Federal Reserve 
discount interest rates for banks floated 
between 8-12 percent in 1982-83, essen- 
tially punishing borrowers and rewarding 
savers, in contrast with the 0.00-0.25 per- 
cent rate sought by the Fed during the cur- 
rent recession. 

The aggregate trend lines for 1980- 
2012 from developed nations demonstrate 
an additional percent of GDP growth per 
year for every 8.8-percent increase in na- 
tional savings rate (after controlling for 
government debt levels), and 8.8 percent 
is just a bit more than the actual reduction 
in U.S. national savings rates between 
the 1982-83 and 2008-09 recessions. 
Austrian school theorists would also not 
be surprised that Greece, which has the 
lowest savings rate among industrialized 
nations, would never rise above the debt 
trend line while Japan — with almost 
double the U.S. savings rate — would 
have higher than expected growth based 
upon its level of government debt. 

The recovery data for Keynesian “stim- 
ulus” economic theory have a dubious cor- 
relation with economic growth (contrast 
the results measuring demand in charts 
#4 and #5), and requires an extraordinary 
change in the level of government for 
moderate results. But Austrian school the- 
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Cash for Clunkers: The Obama administration’s “Cash for Clunkers” program spent $4 billion of 
the $787 billion stimulus bill. The stimulus netted the poorest recovery since World War II. 


ory has a perfect correlation with growth 
in both the recession and recovery periods. 
While there is a slight overall trendline of 
higher economic growth in nations whose 
governments increase spending, some- 
thing that buttresses the Keynesian argu- 
ment, Keynesian theory is seriously un- 
dercut by stronger recoveries in national 
economies with higher national savings 
rates (thus, lower aggregate demand). The 
mixed results for Keynesian theory also 
appear to support the Austrian school view 
that the variables cannot be isolated into 
an absolute proof using the logic of induc- 
tion (scientific method). 

Using charts #3 and #4, one can con- 
clude that the current United States 
economy would lose nearly two full 
percentage points of growth every year 
when compared 
with the 1982-83 
recovery, about one 
percent based upon 
the added level of 
government debt 
and another percent 
based upon lowered 
savings rates. In- 


reais 


the Economic 
Recovery 


DESTROYED 


deed, adding two full percentage points 
to each of the years of the current recov- 
ery would bring it roughly up to the lev- 
els projected by President Obama in his 
first two budgets, i.e., from 2.4 percent in 
2010 to 4.4 percent, and from 1.8 percent 
in 2011 to 3.8 percent. The numbers also 
correspond fairly closely to the growth 
rates during the Reagan-era recovery. 

So who killed the recovery? 

While there is no proof in a scientific 
sense of what caused it, the data are con- 
sistent with the following explanation: The 
big-spending Congress, which piled on 
debt, and the Federal Reserve Bank’s sup- 
pression of interest rates, which discour- 
aged savings and investment, have been, 
roughly speaking, equally responsible for 
the weak recovery. i 
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by Brian Farmer 


he integrity of the voting process 

| is absolutely essential to the prop- 
er functioning of our local, state, 

and national elections — phrases like that 
were used to justify passage of the Nation- 
al Voter Registration Act in 1993, which 
is often referred to as the “Motor Voter 
Law” because Section 5 requires all states 
to offer voter registration to any person 
who is applying for or renewing a driver’s 
license. Section 7 of the law requires that 
voter registration opportunities be offered 
at all government offices providing public 
assistance, including social welfare agen- 
cies, food stamp offices, and even drug ad- 
diction treatment clinics. But most impor- 
tantly, Section 8 of the law “specifies the 
circumstances under which a voter’s name 
may be removed from the registration list, 
establishes requirements for list mainte- 
nance activities and suggests procedures, 
and institutes failsafe voting for registered 
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ELECTIONS 


a are SCanned to try to find fraud, it’s nearly 


impossible to determine that person X was really person 
Y. If voter ID is not checked during the registration 
process, fraud is unlikely to be found. 


Will Phantom Voters Make the Difference 
in This Year’s Elections? 


The Motor Voter Act, which has as its defined purpose to clean up elections and increase 
voter turnout, is being abused by the Obama administration and activists to elect Obama. 


voters who have changed addresses.” In 
other words, states are required to clean 
up voter registration lists, especially by 
removing the names of those persons who 
are deceased — to reduce vote fraud. 
Section 7 is significant because it was 
promoted by Richard Cloward and Fran- 
ces Fox Piven, two American sociologists 
and political activists who were founding 
members of the Democratic Socialists of 
America and who collaborated on a 1966 
article published in The Nation under the 
title “The Weight of the Poor: A Strategy 
to End Poverty.” (Their influence on the 
creation of the Motor Voter Law was so 
great that Cloward and Piven were invited 
to the White House ceremony when Presi- 
dent Bill Clinton signed it into law.) Their 
strategy to end poverty, which became 
popularly known as the “Cloward-Piven 
Strategy,” called for drastically increasing 
the number of people enrolled in social 
welfare programs. It was expected that 
this would overwhelm the system, cause 


it to collapse, and force reforms that would 
ultimately end in the federal government 
legislating a guaranteed minimum annual 
income for everyone. Indeed, a 2003 arti- 
cle in City Journal written by Sol Stern re- 
vealed that the Cloward-Piven strategy led 
to the expansion of welfare rolls by more 
than 150 percent between 1965 and 1974 
(although not to the guaranteed annual 
income program that they had hoped for) 
and pushed New York City to the brink of 
bankruptcy in 1975. 

In 1982, political activists who were 
eager to advance the Cloward-Piven strat- 
egy founded a new so-called “voting rights 
movement,” which claimed to be taking up 
the unfinished work of the Voting Rights 
Act of 1965. Like the Association of Com- 
munity Organizations for Reform Now 
(ACORN), which was the organization 
that served as the leading element of this 
campaign, the new voting rights move- 
ment was led by veterans of the “welfare 
rights” crusade mentioned above. ACORN 
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The new “voting rights movement” pursues 
massive voter registration drives, often 
featuring high levels of fraud, and systematic 
intimidation of election officials in the form 
of frivolous lawsuits and unfounded charges 
of alleged “racism,” “disenfranchisement,” 


and “voter suppression.” 


set to work lobbying energetically for the 
Motor Voter Law, which, as described 
above, President Bill Clinton ultimately 
signed into law in 1993. Mimicking the 
Cloward-Piven strategy for overloading 
social welfare programs, the Motor Voter 
Law has been responsible for the swamp- 
ing of voter rolls with invalid registrations, 
thus opening the door to the unprecedented 
levels of voter fraud and voter disenfran- 
chisement claims that followed in ensuing 
elections. The new “voting rights move- 
ment” pursues massive voter registration 
drives, often featuring high levels of fraud, 
and systematic intimidation of election of- 
ficials in the form of frivolous lawsuits and 
unfounded charges of alleged “racism,” 
“disenfranchisement,” and “voter suppres- 
sion” — just as they swamped America’s 
welfare offices in the 1960s and 1970s. 
Voter registration drives conducted by 
ACORN led to controversy, scandal, and 
many allegations of vote fraud virtually 
from the day the “voting rights movement” 
was founded. The authorities eventually 
started to do something about it, and in 
the state of Missouri in 1986, 12 ACORN 
members were convicted of voter fraud. 
But that case was not an isolated incident 
in the state. In 2004, six volunteers pleaded 
guilty to dozens of election law violations 
for filling out registration cards with names 
of dead people. ACORN was investigated 
again in 2006 for submitting false voter 
registrations in St. Louis: 1,492 fraudulent 
voter registrations were identified. 
Missouri was not the only state that had 
problems with ACORN. In Pennsylvania in 
2004, the Berks County director of elec- 
tions said voter fraud was “absolutely out 
of hand” and that he was receiving “blatant 
duplicate voter registrations.” He added 
that ACORN was under investigation by 
the Department of Justice. In Ohio in 2004, 
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four ACORN employees 
were indicted by a federal 
grand jury for submit- 
ting false voter registra- 
tion forms. In Colorado 
in 2005, two Colorado 
ACORN workers were 
sentenced to community 
service for submitting 
false voter registrations. 
In Washington in 2007, 
five ACORN workers 
were sentenced to jail 
time, and ACORN acknowledged that the 
national organization could be subject to 
criminal prosecution if fraud occurred 
again. In Michigan in 2008, the office of 
the secretary of state told the Detroit Free 
Press that ACORN had been submitting a 
sizable number of duplicate and fraudulent 
applications to vote. The list of incidents 
goes on and on. In 2008 alone, ACORN 
was implicated in at least 35 election fraud 
schemes in 17 states that led to multiple 
convictions, fines, and prison sentences. 

In the run-up to the 2008 presidential 
election, ACORN registered approximate- 
ly 1.3 million new voters, but more than 
400,000 were rejected as invalid by elec- 
tion officials. In October of 2008, the FBI 
announced that it planned to investigate 


ACORN. “It’s a matter we take very seri- 
ously,” FBI spokeswoman Bridget Patton 
told the Associated Press. 

Then in January of 2009, a group of dis- 
sident members calling themselves “The 
Acorn Eight” released a 24-page document 
demanding that federal investigators look 
into fraud, embezzlement and conspiracy 
charges, and criminal civil rights violations 
in relation to the embezzlement of almost a 
million dollars from ACORN accounts and 
an alleged coverup of the theft for nearly 
a decade. Considering that ACORN had 
been receiving government grants, this was 
a very serious allegation, indeed. 

Finally, in September of 2009, Fox News 
showed videos from Andrew Breitbart of 
ACORN workers in several cities giving 
advice to two undercover investigators, 
who posed as a prostitute and her pimp and 
said that they wanted to buy a house and 
run it as a brothel with underage teenage 
girls smuggled in from Central America. 
ACORN staffers seemed more than willing 
to help the pair and gave advice on how to 
evade taxes and conceal the nature of their 
business. The end result was that Congress 
voted to defund ACORN, the U.S. Census 
Bureau canceled their contract with the 
group, and ACORN eventually declared 
bankruptcy in March of 2010. 


Effort at integrity: Ruth Buennagel poses for her new driver’s license photo, as her husband, 
Robert, waits for his turn at a Bureau of Motor Vehicles branch in Indianapolis. Indiana’s voter ID 
law requires that voters have a federal- or state-issued photo identification to vote. 
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While ACORN was forced to officially 
disband, it lives on in the form of a num- 
ber of regional spinoff groups. Here is a 
partial list of those organizations: 
«A Community Voice 
* Action NC 
* Action Now 
¢ Action United 
¢ Affordable Housing Centers of 
America, Inc. 
¢ Alliance Institute 
¢ Alliance of Californians for 
Community Empowerment 
¢ American Institute for Social Justice 
e Arkansas Community Organizations 
¢« Communities United Inc 
¢« Communities Voting Together 
¢ Community Organizations 
International 
¢ Health Care for America NOW! 
¢ Living United for Change in Arizona 
Minnesota Neighborhoods 
Organizing for Change 
Missourians Organizing for Reform 
and Empowerment 
Mutual Housing Association 
of New York 
New England United 4 Justice 
New York Communities for Change 
¢ Organize Now, Inc. 
¢ Organization United for Reform 
Washington 
¢ Organizers in the Land of 
Enchantment 
¢ Peace and Social Justice Center 
of South Central Kansas 
¢ Pennsylvania Communities 
Organizing for Change 
¢ Pennsylvania Neighborhoods 
for Social Justice 
¢ Project Vote 
¢ Texans Together Education Fund 
¢ Texas Organizing Project 
¢ The Advance Group 
¢ The Black Institute 
¢ Voting Is Power 
¢ Working Families Party 
In many areas, one does not even need 
to register to vote before an election rolls 
around. When this author went to the polls 
to vote in a primary election in Wiscon- 
sin this past August, accompanied by his 
Japanese wife, he asked polling station 
officials whether or not his wife could 
register to vote and fill out a ballot that 
very moment. The polling station officials 
answered in the affirmative, stating that 
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Leading the onslaught: Attorney General Eric Holder is a symbol of the radicalism and 
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dishonesty of the Obama administration. His policies have undermined the integrity of our 
electoral process, yet the damage he has done is being virtually ignored by the national media. 


some paperwork had to be filled out and 
that a driver’s license or some other proof 
of residing in the voting district had to be 
shown, whereupon this author inquired 
whether or not it mattered that his wife 
carried a Japanese passport and was not an 
American citizen. Only then did the poll- 
ing station officials respond in the nega- 
tive. In other words, a non-eligible person 
could easily have committed voter fraud 
at the polling station that day, because 
there would have been no effort made to 
determine whether a person were eligible 
to vote or not. Given that experience, one 
can only imagine the extent to which voter 
fraud is possible, and undoubtedly hap- 
pening, all across the United States. 

But don’t just take this author’s word 
for it. Check out an intriguing video 
filmed at a number of voter registration 
offices in Minnesota by Project Veritas, 
which shows how easy it is to engage in 
voter registration fraud.* As described on 
its website, “The mission of Project Veri- 
tas is to investigate and expose corruption, 
dishonesty, self-dealing, waste, fraud, and 
other misconduct in both public and pri- 
vate institutions in order to achieve a more 
ethical and transparent society.” 

Not surprisingly, many states have 
taken steps to counter the potential for 
voter fraud by passing legislation requir- 
ing voters to present photo identification 
at the polls. Wisconsin is one of those 
states, but the legislation was quickly hit 


with lawsuits and a number of judges ruled 
against it. Opponents of the law claim that 
it would disenfranchise minority groups, 
the poor, students, and senior citizens who 
lack photo identification and who are more 
likely to vote for candidates of the Demo- 
cratic Party. And besides, they say, docu- 
mented cases of voter fraud are extremely 
rare. But supporters, including Wisconsin 
Attorney General J.B. Van Hollen, argue 
that the state has a constitutionally pro- 
tected interest, under the U.S. Constitu- 
tion’s equal protection clause, in making 
sure that there is no fraud taking place dur- 
ing elections. As for documented cases of 
voter fraud being rare, supporters of the 
photo ID requirement point out that the 
present system makes voter fraud incred- 
ibly easy to carry out and very difficult to 
document. When the photo ID require- 
ment was in effect, there were very few 
reports of problems, and the vast major- 
ity of voters thought that the requirement 
made sense. The photo ID law is presently 
in abeyance, pending a decision by the 
Wisconsin Supreme Court. 

The importance of supporting measures 
designed to strengthen the integrity of elec- 
tions was highlighted in a report published 
by Judicial Watch, an organization devoted 
to rooting out corruption in government: 


* Here is the hyperlink to the aforementioned mind- 
boggling video: http://www.youtube.com/watch_po 
pup?v=GqMV xeZhflI&feature=player_embedded 
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In 2008 alone, ACORN was implicated in 
at least 35 election fraud schemes in 17 


states that led to multiple convictions, 
fines, and prison sentences. 


To illustrate to you how a small num- 
ber of illegal votes can affect election 
results, some make the credible argu- 
ment that voter fraud handed a U.S. 
Senate seat to Al Franken, which 
helped cement the Democratic ma- 
jority for the first two years of the 
Obama presidency. Franken won by 
a razor-thin margin of only 312 votes 
out of some 3 million cast on election 
day in 2008. Since then, an investiga- 
tion by Minnesota Majority, an orga- 
nization fighting for clean elections 
in the state, discovered that 289 con- 
victed felons voted in Minneapolis’s 
Hennepin County — which is illegal 
under state law — and another 52 
voted illegally in St. Paul’s Ramsey 
County. Instances of duplicate regis- 
trations, multiple voting by the same 
person, vacant and non-deliverable 
addresses, and deceased voters still 
on the rolls also turned up, under- 
scoring the abuses that apparently oc- 
curred during a very narrow election, 
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with the result that the 
wrong person may well be 
representing the state of 
Minnesota in the halls of 
Congress. 


During the administration of 
President George W. Bush, 
both Section 7 and Section 
8 of the Motor Voter Law were enforced 
by the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ). 
But that changed when Barack Hussein 
Obama became president and Eric Holder 
became attorney general. The Obama ad- 
ministration has been very aggressive in 
seeing that states abide by Section 7 of 
the Motor Voter Law. The DOJ has been 
suing states for non-compliance when- 
ever states have not made voter regis- 
tration efforts that are acceptable to the 
administration. It should not be difficult 
to figure out why this is happening. Attor- 
ney General Eric Holder understands that 
people added to the voter registration lists 
while visiting government offices provid- 
ing public assistance are likely to be sup- 
portive of his boss. 

On the other hand, the DOJ has ignored 
Section 8 of the Motor Voter Law, which 
mandates that states clean up their voter 
rolls, despite the existence of more than 
200 counties in the United States that 
have more people on the voter rolls than 
the number of people of voting age who 


Illegal immigrant and part of the process: In this 2010 photograph, Maria Gianni poses for a 
portrait at a phone bank in Seattle being used by OneAmerica Votes. Gianni, an illegal immigrant, 
volunteers with the organization, as it tries to steer immigrant voters toward Democratic candidates. 
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are actually residing in those counties, 
according to the U.S. Census Bureau. 
Why this is happening is explained by 
J. Christian Adams, a former attorney in 
the DOJ: “I recall a meeting in November 
of 2009, when Julie Fernandez [deputy 
assistant attorney general for civil rights 
at the DOJ] came to the voting section 
and assembled everybody in the room 
and announced that they would not be 
enforcing this provisional law during the 
Obama administration. They plainly said 
in no uncertain terms that Section 8 of the 
motor voter law was not something they 
had an interest in, because it had nothing 
to do with increasing minority turnout.” 
(Emphasis in original.) 

Eric Holder’s agenda also includes 
blocking states from instituting voter 
identification requirements. Shortly after 
taking office, Holder blocked Georgia 
from ensuring that only citizens could 
register to vote. Likewise, Holder later 
blocked photo ID requirements in South 
Carolina and Texas. Naturally, this will 
make it far easier for the millions of il- 
legal aliens who are in America to reg- 
ister and vote, and one does not have to 
be Sherlock Holmes to deduce for whom 
they will be voting. 

But there is still some encouraging 
news. There are a number of grassroots 
organizations across the country that are 
working to clean up voter registration 
lists, monitor election day activities, 
and count ballots. Two national orga- 
nizations that one can contact are the 
aforementioned Judicial Watch, which 
has launched the 2012 Election Integrity 
Project and published 8 Things You Can 
Do Now to Help STOP Voter Fraud: A 
Citizen Guide to Ensuring Free and Fair 
Elections in 2012 and Beyond, and True 
the Vote, which has training programs 
and is mobilizing poll watchers, elec- 
tion workers, and volunteers engaged 
in voter registration research. There are 
also a number of state groups: Alaskans 
for Clean Elections, California Elec- 
tion Integrity Project, Defend the Vote 
(Illinois), Election Integrity Maryland, 
Minnesota Majority, Show ID to Vote 
(Massachusetts), and Virginia Voters 
Alliance. One can readily find the con- 
tact information for any of those orga- 
nizations through one’s favorite search 
engine. 
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Attack 


The U.S. military currently deploys 
drones around the world that are 
equipped with ordnance capable of 
killing a person or destroying a village. 


of the 


The proliferation in the use of drones overseas and at 
home threatens timeless principles of constitutional 
liberty, including due process and the prohibition of 
unlawful searches and seizures. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


s he sat enjoying a roadside picnic 

in Yemen with a few second cous- 

ins and their friends — most of 
whom the young Colorado native had never 
met before that day — the teenager and all 
his companions were killed by two Hellfire 
missiles fired from a Predator drone. 

The finger that pressed the button 
launching the lethal ordnance was Ameri- 
can, and so was 16-year-old Abdulrahman 
al-Awlaki, the target of the strike. 

A question that has never been an- 
swered by President Barack Obama — the 
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man who authorizes such assassinations 
— is what law authorized the murder of 
16-year-old Abdulrahman al-Awlaki, son 
of the American cleric Anwar al-Awlaki, 
who was also killed by Hellfire missiles 
fired by a Predator drone. Both men were 
U.S. citizens, and neither was ever charged 
with a crime. 

Some in the Obama administration, 
including the president, have argued that 
such sudden strikes are justified in the face 
of a credible threat posed by the victim. 
No such claim has been made in the case 
of the younger al-Awlaki. He posed no 
threat to the national security of the United 
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States, but he was killed without opportu- 
nity to defend himself before an impartial 
judge in a court of law. 


Abdulrahman al-Awlaki was killed in Oc- 
tober 2011, and to date the Obama admin- 
istration has never informed the country 
of any wrongdoing by this teenager, other 
than being related to a man (his father) who 
posted on the Internet anti-American videos 
that allegedly influenced others to commit 
crimes. A government-sanctioned assassi- 
nation of such an individual is repugnant to 
all those who cherish life, liberty, and the 
due process that protects them. 

An additional denial of due process 
came from the fact that no known attempt 
was ever made to capture this young man 
and take him into U.S. custody. Of course, 
that could be because he might actually 
have ended up in a court of law if he had 
been apprehended; and President Obama, 
a former lawyer, knows that trials can be 
long, messy, and unpredictable. It is much 
quicker and cleaner just to launch a missile 
and kill someone without going through 
the hassle of due process. 

Finally, with regard to civilian casual- 
ties, not even the White House claims that 
Abdulrahman al-Awlaki was a member of 
al-Qaeda or any associated group believed 
to pose a threat to the United States. He was 
quite literally killed for being associated 
with one who was allegedly associated with 
those allegedly associated with al-Qaeda. 

As Tom Junod wrote in Esquire: 


But Abdulrahman al-Awlaki wasn’t 
on an American kill list. Nor was he 
a member of Al-Qaeda in the Arabian 
Peninsula. Nor was he “an inspira- 
tion,” as his father styled himself, for 
those determined to draw American 
blood; nor had he gone “operational,” 
as American authorities said his fa- 
ther had, in drawing up plots against 
Americans and American interests. 

He was a boy who hadn’t seen 
his father in two years, since his fa- 
ther had gone into hiding. He was a 
boy who knew his father was on an 
American kill list and who [sneaked] 
out of his family’s home in the early 
morning hours of September 4, 2011, 
to try to find him. 
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Not only was the target of the nighttime 
drone attack a civilian, but so were the 
boys sitting with him when two U.S. mis- 
siles lit up the area and killed them all. 
Being merely near a person related to 
someone accused of being associated with 
a group allegedly affiliated with an alleged 
al-Qaeda network is apparently sufficient 
provocation for becoming “collateral dam- 
age” in the U.S. “war on terror.” 

Tragically, the unjustified killing of 
these boys only added to the ever-increas- 
ing tally of victims of the death-by-drone 
program. As of press time, the death toll 
of people killed by the United States in 
the Middle East by drone strikes is rising. 
During the first two weeks of September, 
for example, 34 Yemenis were killed by 
missiles fired from U.S. drones, adding to 
the total of almost 200 people killed in that 
country in 2012. 

How many of those killed were inno- 
cent bystanders such as those who hap- 
pened to be with Abdulrah- 
man al-Awlaki? How many 
of the actual “targets,” like 
Abdulrahman, were them- 
selves innocent or at least 
had no demonstrable ties to | ~ 
terrorist organizations? This 
question will never be known 
with certainty because the 
president alone serves as 
judge, jury, and executioner 
— and does not believe he is 
obliged to provide evidence 
to the American people. 

In fact, it would be very 
naive to believe the targeted 
assassination of an innocent 
like Abdulrahman was an 
unfortunate miscalculation. 
When the judicial and ex- 
ecutive powers of govern- 
ment are consolidated and 
restraints on the exercise of 
power are cast aside, it can 
be expected — based both 
on our knowledge of history 
and on the nature of man — 
that power will be abused and 
no one’s rights or life will 
be safe from elimination by 
despots. 

Despite the unconscio- 
nable details of the death- 
by-drone program, President 
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Obama is beginning to tear the shroud of 
secrecy off this once hush-hush plank in 
his foreign policy platform. 

From his interview with Ben Swann, 
host of Reality Check on Cincinnati’s Fox 
affiliate, to his sit-down with CNN’s chief 
White House correspondent Jessica Yellin, 
the kill-list compiler-in-chief is gradually 
exposing details of the principles he pur- 
portedly follows before targeting someone 
for assassination. 

When asked by CNN what process he 
uses to make the life-or-death decisions 
to deploy the drones to kill a “militant,” 
President Obama listed five criteria: 

¢ First, “It has to be a target that is au- 
thorized by our laws.” 

¢ Second, “It has to be a threat that is 
serious and not speculative.” 

¢ Third, “It has to be a situation in which 
we can’t capture the individual before they 
move forward on some sort of operational 
plot against the United States.” 


Killed for what he said: Controversial cleric and American citizen Anwar 
al-Awlaki was denied due process and in September 2011 was killed by 

a Hellfire missile fired from a U.S. Predator drone. Awlaki’s name was on 
President Obama’s infamous Kill list. 


¢ Fourth, “We’ve got to make sure that 
in whatever operations we conduct, we 
are very careful about avoiding civilian 
casualties.” 

¢ And fifth, “That while there is a legal 
justification for us to try and stop [Ameri- 
can citizens] from carrying out plots ... 
they are subject to the protections of the 
Constitution and due process.” 

It appears that none of the deaths autho- 
rized by the president meets these criteria. 
In these interviews, the president consis- 
tently defends the fact that he orders drone 
strikes to assassinate people based on 
nothing more than his suspicion that they 
threaten U.S. national security. But for all 
his apparent frankness, there is one aspect 
of his drone-based assassination program 
about which the president has remained 
tight-lipped. 

This silence shrouds the cold and cal- 
lous manner in which civilian deaths 
are disregarded by the president when it 
comes to counting the num- 
ber of fatalities resulting from 
his death-by-drone campaign. 
“Mr. Obama embraced a dis- 
puted method for counting 
civilian casualties,” the New 
York Times reported in an ar- 
ticle published May 29, 2012. 
When read in conjunction 
with the headline from an As- 
sociated Press article reading 
“Traq to Stop Counting Civil- 
ian Dead,” a picture of global 
casualness as to casualties be- 
gins to emerge. 

The Times clarified: “Mr. 
Obama embraced a disputed 
method for counting civilian 
casualties that did little to box 
him in. It in effect counts all 
military-age males in a strike 
zone as combatants, accord- 
ing to several administra- 
tion officials, unless there is 
explicit intelligence posthu- 
mously proving them inno- 
cent.” (Emphasis added.) 

The highly informative 
New York Times piece illumi- 
nates much of the macabre 
methodology of aggregating 
the names of enemies of the 
state to President Obama’s 
proscription list. 
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Recounting the scene at one of the regu- 
larly scheduled Tuesday intelligence brief- 
ings at the White House, Jo Becker and 
Scott Shane wrote, “The mug shots and 
brief biographies resembled a high school 
yearbook layout. Several were Americans. 
Two were teenagers, including a girl who 
looked even younger than her 17 years.” 

It cannot be too soberly restated that 
these seemingly cold-blooded conferences 
are occurring every week in the Oval Of- 
fice and are presided over by the president. 

That last fact is essential if one is to un- 
derstand the era into which our Republic 
has entered. The president of the United 
States, in this case Barack Obama, sits in 
a chair in the White House rifling through 
dossiers of suspected terrorists. After lis- 
tening to the advice of his claque of coun- 
selors, it is the president himself who des- 
ignates who of the lineup is to be killed. As 
the New York Times explains: “Mr. Obama 
has placed himself at the helm of a top 
secret ‘nominations’ process to designate 
terrorists for kill or capture, of which the 
capture part has become largely theoreti- 
cal. He had vowed to align the fight against 
Al Qaeda with American values; the chart, 
introducing people whose deaths he might 
soon be asked to order, underscored just 
what a moral and legal conundrum this 
could be.” 

As a candidate, President Obama, a 
former adjunct professor of law, ran on 
a promise of ending foreign conflicts, 
bringing home the troops, and closing the 
prison at Guantanamo Bay. In just over 
three years, this professor of peace has be- 
come the decider of death. In a very real 
and irrefutable way, the American people 
have permitted the elected president of 
the United States (beginning with George 
W. Bush and the passage of the PATRIOT 
Act, the Authority for the Use of Military 
Force, and other similar legislation) to 
codify a grant of power over life and death. 

Does the president feel compelled to 
make these decisions so as to relieve oth- 
ers of such a heavy burden? No. The New 
York Times piece reads: 


When a rare opportunity for a drone 
strike at a top terrorist arises — but 
his family is with him — it is the 
president who has reserved to himself 
the final moral calculation. 

“He is determined that he will 
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make these decisions about 
how far and wide these opera- 
tions will go,” said Thomas E. 
Donilon, his national security 
adviser. 


There is a salient question that the 
president would likely laugh at 
were it to be posed to him: Where 
is the constitutional authority for 
creating and issuing kill orders? 

The presidential presumption 
of guilt by association followed 
by the autocratic order of a lethal 
drone strike rightly worries many 
constitutionalists and friends of 
liberty. In fact, many questions 
prompted by the president’s drone 
program remain unanswered. For 
instance, why can’t these alleged 
“terrorists” be tried in our federal 
court system? For decades those 
accused of terroristic crimes have 
been formally charged with those 
crimes, had those charges heard 
before an impartial federal judge, 
and been permitted to mount a defense to 
those crimes. 

In fact, a survey of such trials conduct- 
ed by Human Rights Watch reported that 
“Federal civilian criminal courts have con- 
victed nearly 500 individuals on terrorism- 
related charges since 9/11.” 

Add to this the story of Timothy 
McVeigh, who was executed in June 2011 
for the Oklahoma City bombing, the worst 
terrorist act on American soil until 9/11. 
Extending the full panoply of due-proc- 
ess rights — including a trial in federal 
court — did not allow McVeigh or other 
convicted terrorists to evade justice. Fur- 
thermore, the purpose of protecting and 
providing civil liberties to those accused 
of crimes is not to set the guilty free, but 
to avoid punishing the innocent who are 
wrongly accused of crimes. 

And should the president suggest that 
alleged evildoers cannot be apprehended, 
he should be reminded that “public enemy 
number one” Osama bin Laden was re- 
portedly tracked and overtaken by a U.S. 
special operations team. Why could other 
less high-value targets not be similarly 
found by the military? Although bin Laden 
was reportedly killed in the raid, there is 
every reason to believe that a team skilled 
in this type of operation could have cap- 


Finger on the trigger: President Obama admits to 
compiling a kill list of people targeted for government- 
sanctioned assassination based on his suspicion that 
they pose a threat to national security. 


: AP Images 


tured him alive if those had been the orders 
they were following. 

Once in the custody of the United 
States, these suspects could be brought to 
stand trial for their alleged crimes. This 
would preserve, protect, and defend the 
fundamental concept of due process, one 
of the pillars of liberty upon which our 
Constitution is built. 

The constitutional preeminence of due 
process is found in The Federalist Papers, 
where Alexander Hamilton warned against 
its violation in any form: “The creation of 
crimes after the commission of the fact, 
or, in other words, the subjecting of men 
to punishment for things which, when they 
were done, were breaches of no law, and 
the practice of arbitrary imprisonments, 
have been, in all ages, the favorite and 
most formidable instruments of tyranny.” 

Due process as a check on monarchical 
power was included in the Magna Carta of 
1215. This list of grievances and demands 
codified the king’s obligation to obey writ- 
ten laws or be punished by his subjects. 
Article 39 of the Magna Carta says: “No 
freemen shall be taken or imprisoned or 
disseised [dispossessed] or exiled or in any 
way destroyed, nor will we go upon him nor 
send upon him, except by the lawful judg- 
ment of his peers or by the law of the land.” 
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There is a salient question that the 
president would likely laugh at were 


it to be posed to him: Where is the 


constitutional authority for creating and 


issuing kill orders? 


Over the years, the Magna Carta was oc- 
casionally revised and amended. In 1354, 
the phrase “due process of law” appeared 
for the first time. The Magna Carta as 
amended in 1354 says: “No man of what 
state or condition he be, shall be put out of 
his lands or tenements nor taken, nor dis- 
inherited, nor put to death, without he be 
brought to answer by due process of law.” 

This fundamental restraint on the royal 
presumption of the power to lop off heads 
on command was incorporated by our 
Founders in the Bill of Rights, particu- 
larly in the Fifth Amendment that says in 
relevant part: “No person shall ... be de- 
prived of life, liberty, or property, without 
due process of law.” 

President Obama’s nearly daily approv- 
al of drone-delivered assassinations is an 
effrontery to over 650 years of our Anglo- 
American law’s protection from autocratic 
decrees of death without due process of 
law. When any president usurps the power 
to place names on a kill list and then have 
those people summarily executed without 
due process, he places our Republic on 
a trajectory toward tyranny and govern- 
ment-sponsored terrorism. 

Of course, it would be another matter if 
those targeted and executed by the presi- 
dent were armed enemy combatants — they 
were not. Were these suspected “militants” 
enemy soldiers captured during wartime 
they would be necessarily afforded certain 
rights granted to POWs. Those slated for 
assassination are not allowed any rights — 
neither the due process rights given to those 
accused of crimes nor the rights of fair 
treatment given to enemies captured on the 
battlefield. The White House has assumed 
all power over life and death and created ex 
nihilo a new category of individual — one 
deprived of all rights altogether. 


Although the president’s use of drones to 
execute the war on terror and those he as- 
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sumes are associated with it 
has so far only occurred out- 
side the United States, soon 
drones will slice through 
the domestic skies, as well. 
While the sight of drones 
over U.S. cities and towns 
is rare right now, the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administra- 
tion (FAA) predicts that by 
2020, 30,000 of these unmanned aerial 
vehicles (UAV) will be patrolling Ameri- 
can airspace. 

Scores of these UAVs will be deployed 
by state and local law enforcement, adding 
to the many that will be sent airborne by 
the federal government. 

With the rise of the drones comes the 
rise of several critical questions of con- 
stitutionality of their potential uses. One 
of the most crucial of those inquiries 
concerns the application of the Fourth 
Amendment’s prohibition against “unlaw- 
ful searches and seizures” and the require- 
ment that warrants be supported by affida- 
vits “particularly describing the place to 
be searched, and the persons or things to 
be seized.” 

To shore up the strength of this consti- 
tutional barrier, in June Senator Rand Paul 
introduced a bill to “protect individual 


AP Images 


SURVEILLANCE 


privacy against unwarranted governmen- 
tal intrusion through the use of unmanned 
aerial vehicles commonly called drones.” 
Paul’s bill mandates: “A person or entity 
acting under the authority [of], or funded 
in whole or in part by, the Government of 
the United States shall not use a drone to 
gather evidence or other information per- 
taining to criminal conduct or conduct in 
violation of a statute or regulation except 
to the extent authorized in a warrant that 
satisfies the requirements of the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States.” 

Senator Paul explained, “Americans 
going about their everyday lives should 
not be treated like criminals or terrorists 
and have their rights infringed upon by 
military tactics.” 

Constitutional conflicts rising in the 
wake of the domestic deployment of drones 
have already come up in court in the case 
of Rodney Brossart, who became one of the 
first American citizens (if not the first) ar- 
rested by local law enforcement with the 
use of a drone owned by a federal agency. 
Police launched this loaner after Brossart 
held the police at bay for over 16 hours. 

Brossart’s run-in with law enforcement 
began after six cows found their way onto 
his property (about 3,000 acres near La- 


Senator Rand Paul introduced a bill in June “to protect individual privacy against unwarranted 
governmental intrusion through the use of unmanned aerial vehicles commonly called drones.” 
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Good could come: Though tracking the spread of wildfires is now done by manned aircraft, 
drones could soon offer a much safer option for this task. 


kota, North Dakota), and he refused to turn 
them over to officers. In fact, according to 
several sources, Brossart and a few fam- 
ily members ran police off his farm at the 
point of a gun. Naturally, police weren’t 
pleased with Brossart’s brand of hospi- 
tality, so they returned with a warrant, a 
SWAT team, and a determination to appre- 
hend Brossart and the cows. 

A standoff ensued, and the Grand Forks 
police SWAT team made a call to Grand 
Forks Air Force Base, home to one of the 
Department of Homeland Security’s squad- 
ron of Predator drones. No sooner did the 
call come in than the drone was airborne, 
and Brossart’s precise location was pin- 
pointed with laser-guided accuracy. The 
machine-gun toting SWAT officers rushed 
in, tased, and then arrested Brossart on vari- 
ous charges, including terrorizing a sheriff. 

At a legal hearing on the matter, Bruce 
Quick, the lawyer representing Brossart, 
alleged a violation of the Fourth Amend- 
ment’s protection against unwarranted 
searches and seizures. Although the police 
possessed an apparently valid search war- 
rant, Quick asserts that no such judicial go- 
ahead was sought for or obtained for the 
use of the Predator drone to track Brossart. 
Therein lies the constitutional rub. 

In an interview, Quick claims that the 
police exceeded their authority in several 
instances, especially when they decided to 
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bypass the Fourth Amendment and illegally 
search Brossart’s farm. “The whole thing 
is full of constitutional violations,” he says. 

North Dakota state prosecutor Douglas 
Manbeck defends the deployment of the 
drone, claiming, “The use of unmanned 
surveillance aircraft is a non-issue in this 
case because they were not used in any 
investigative manner to determine if a 
crime had been committed. There is, fur- 
thermore, no existing case law that bars 
their use in investigating crimes.” On Au- 
gust 1, Judge Joel Medd, agreeing with 
Manbeck, denied the defense’s motion to 
dismiss. 

Senator Paul’s measure, if enacted, 
would give specific guidance to the judi- 
cial branch’s understanding of the Fourth 
Amendment and the scope of its prohibi- 
tions. It would prevent citizens from being 
subject to surveillance without notice. 

In practice, this would help judges apply 
the principles of the Fourth Amendment to 
drones in a very specific way. The standards 
presently used to judge the constitutionality 
of observation by helicopter or patrol car, 
for example, would be altered appropriately 
to fit the rapidly advancing drone technol- 
ogy. The improved legal framework would 
help law enforcement avoid legally suspect 
surveillance and would maintain the pub- 
lic’s protection against unconstitutional 
searches and seizures. 


The potential weaponization of police 
drones is another important consider- 
ation, one that combines both consti- 
tutional issues of due process and the 
Fourth Amendment’s search and seizure 
limitations. Glenn Greenwald, formerly 
of Salon, warned of the likelihood of the 
gradual shift in the use of drones from 
surveilling suspects to shooting them: 
“Many dismiss this concern insisting 
that when it comes to surveillance drones 
are no different than police helicopters. 
Some of these same people dismiss con- 
cerns over weaponized drones arguing 
that there’s no difference between allow- 
ing the police to Taser you or shoot you 
themselves and using a drone to do the 
dirty work. History teaches, however, 
that creeping police state powers are en- 
trenched one step at a time.” 

Support for this warning is found in 
a statement made by a member of the 
Harris County, Texas, sheriff’s depart- 
ment. This agency recently purchased a 
$300,000 ShadowHawk drone and is ap- 
parently excited about its potential. “We 
envision a lot of its uses primarily in the 
realm of public safety — looking at re- 
covery of lost individuals and being able 
to utilize it for fire issues,’ Chief Deputy 
Randy McDaniel said. But in the future, 
the drone could be equipped to carry non- 
lethal weapons such as Tasers or a bean- 
bag gun, McDaniel mused. 

For those still doubting the likelihood 
of such a scenario, read what Dr. Daniel 
Goure of the Lexington Institute wrote 
(with obvious pride) about the Switchblade 
drone popular with law enforcement: “It is 
an ingenious, miniature unmanned aerial 
vehicle (UAV) that is also a weapon.” 

Taking such comments at their face 
value, it must be asked, what level of wea- 
ponization is permissible for the police? 
Does local law enforcement need the type 
of weaponry used by the military, whose 
mission is very different from that of law 
enforcement? 

Of course, drones aren’t bad per se. 
There are many lawful possible uses of 
drones, including wildfire control, track- 
ing suspected criminals for whom a quali- 
fying warrant has been issued, tracking 
of stolen vehicles, etc. It is the unconsti- 
tutional use of drones that is objection- 
able and that Americans must be vigilant 
against. 
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Will consolidation of local police departments and sheriffs’ 
away from local citizens, chiefs of police, and sheriffs? 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


From Bergen, New Jersey, to St. Louis, 
Missouri, to Salt Lake City, Utah, the 
merging of law enforcement moves along, 
applauded by a coterie of city leaders and 
well-meaning citizens. 

Nationwide, towns and cities are jump- 
ing on the consolidation bandwagon. Ac- 
cording to the latest data, there are about 
18,000 state and local law-enforcement 
agencies in the United States. Of those, 
more than 150 have undergone some level 
of consolidation. 

Those pushing for the consolidation of 
police forces into regional or metropolitan 
agencies typically cite budget shortfalls 
as the best reason for closing down local 
forces and combining resources to form a 
consolidated force. 

Typically, the austerity argument goes 
like this: If Town A spends $1 million on 
police services, Town B spends $1 million, 
and Town C spends $2 million, wouldn’t it 
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make more sense to streamline those ser- 
vices by creating a combined force that is 
smaller and costs less? 

Sounds good, but the hypothetical 
doesn’t live up to the hype. Take the story 
of Louisville, Kentucky, for example. Be- 
ginning with a referendum in 2000, city 
administrators began singing the cost-sav- 
ing serenade, and on January 6, 2003 city 
police merged with the unincorporated 
areas of Jefferson County. After reassign- 
ing the responsibilities and reassessing 
needs, the number of patrol divisions was 
reduced from 10 to eight, and the number 
of beats fell from 51 to 44. Additionally, 
key management positions in the new 
department were taken from officers and 
given to newly hired civilian employees. 

Those numbers would seem to prove the 
fulfillment of the money-saving promises 
made by the consolidation cheerleaders. 
Sadly, the ledger tells a different story. 

According to Steve Conrad, current 
chief of the Glendale, Arizona, police and 


offices mean taking control 


former assistant chief of police in Lou- 
isville, the savings they were promised 
never materialized. At a conference on po- 
lice consolidation held in 2011 at Michi- 
gan State University, Conrad recalled that 
although the metro mayor touted “the syn- 
ergy of merger: ten people here, ten people 
there, they could work more efficiently to- 
gether,” the department actually ended up 
hiring “15 or 20 here, and 15 or 20 there.” 

In fact, the merger was a budgetary 
disaster. Conrad estimated that consoli- 
dation cost about $85 million. New com- 
munication equipment cost nearly $70 
million and allowances for new healthcare 
plans and other benefits ended up costing 
another $10 million. Hardly a windfall. 

The consolidation math doesn’t add up, 
but the harsh economic realities don’t ap- 
pear until years after the consolidation is 
bought and paid for — literally. 

That isn’t to say every consolidation 
will be as big a boondoggle as Louisville. 
Certainly there will be cases when the 
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Doggone: In support of consolidation of local police, politicians often point out that smalltown 
budgets prevent them from providing citizens with the services of specialty units like SWAT or K-9. 


consolidation saved money in the long 
run, but these cases will be few and far 
between. Everything will cost more than 
promised, but local governments will have 
already surrendered their control over the 
costs of contracts made for the outfitting 
of a force. 

Another fiscal fact is that upfront costs 
are usually prohibitive. It doesn’t take a 
CPA to realize that for the one-time cost of 
new branding, new uniforms, new vehicles, 
new training manuals, etc., a town could 
pay for its own police force for years. 

Often, in support of their plans for con- 
solidation, politicians will point out that 
smalltown budgets prevent them from 
fully staffing a police department and from 
providing citizens with the services of spe- 
cialty units like SWAT or K-9. 

This might be true. A more relevant 
question needs to be asked in response, 
however: How many of the crimes com- 
mitted within the jurisdiction of a local 
police force require the participation of 
one of those specialized units? Very few. 


One section of the report calls for a 


transition in the mission of DHS away from 


protecting the country from the “terrorism” 
of foreign militants and toward “more 
specific homeward focused areas.” 
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Furthermore, if such a crime is commit- 
ted, what prevents the local police chief 
from calling his colleague from a larger 
nearby jurisdiction and asking for the as- 
sistance of this bigger town’s SWAT team? 

Besides, there is the competing con- 
cept of ad hoc consolidation. Under this 
theory, several local police forces combine 
resources long enough to train a select 
number of officers from each department 
to serve on a SWAT team or bomb squad 
who are deployed only when an extraordi- 
nary situation arises in one of the participat- 
ing jurisdictions. This way, chiefs cede no 
power to politicians or bureaucrats, towns- 
people save money by not having to pay to 
staff and train their own specialized unit, 
and on those rare occasions when they are 
needed, a specialized unit will be available. 


Even if consolidation did lower costs, 
there are other considerations more im- 
portant than money. 

The story of the transformation of law 
enforcement in Salt Lake 
County to one “unified” po- 
lice force illustrates some of 
the harmful consequences of 
consolidation. 

In a widely reprinted ar- 
ticle entitled “The Sheriff 
Who Sold His County,” Clint 
Richardson recounts the 
“evolution” of law enforce- 


ment in this Western ski haven. According 
to Richardson, on January 1, 2010, Salt 
Lake County “became a police state” when 
the Salt Lake County Sheriff’s Department 
was Officially dissolved and in its place a 
corporation took over all law-enforcement 
duties. The private company that was given 
control of police functions is called the 
“Unified Police Department of Greater Salt 
Lake” (UPD). 

First, the UPD became the “new police 
force” for all of the cities and unincorporat- 
ed area within Salt Lake County. As Rich- 
ardson says, this abolished “the only true 
lawful protective body within the county, 
the elected Sheriff’s ‘Department.’” 

At the time of the consolidation, a re- 
port published by the county mayor de- 
clared that the man the people elected as 
sheriff, Jim Winder, was appointed by the 
County Council to be the chief executive 
officer (CEO) of the UPD, a private com- 
pany that would be handling the county’s 
crime prevention duties and running the 
“day-to-day police operations.” 

This reassignment and relabeling seems 
to turn the man who was once the duly 
elected sheriff into an unelected personal 
commissar of the politicians who run the 
county. 

All concerned police chiefs nationwide, 
proud of their noble profession and their 
responsibility to protect and serve their 
fellow citizens, who are facing the hard 
press from local politicians to cooper- 
ate with the move toward consolidation, 
should learn from Salt Lake County. 

Without simplifying the situation too 
much, the plain fact is that a business now 
runs law enforcement in Salt Lake County. 
Local police chiefs, if they still exist, no 
longer have any control over policy or pro- 
cedure. In Salt Lake County, control right 
now belongs to an unelected and unac- 
countable board of directors that is driven 
not by a zeal for the fighting of crime or 
the well-being of officers, but by an obli- 
gation to mind the bottom line and keep 
the profit margin wide. 

For their part, the people can’t turn to 
a man who lives in the community and 
benefits from the protection and safety he 
maintains. Police chiefs and the public will 
have their control, their autonomy, and their 
dignity co-opted by a corporation. 

In the case of Salt Lake County, Clint 
Richardson ably sums up the sad situation: 
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A corporation is always designed 
to make a profit, even in a so-called 
non-profit structure. Therefore the 
Sheriff, as CEO of the UPD Cor- 
poration, has been catapulted into a 
position that now directly conflicts 
with the lawful purposes for which 
the voters elected him into office. As 
the corporate president of this police 
corporation, he must ensure a profit is 
made for the company. Therefore, the 
people of the county will suffer the 
consequences of their Sheriffs [sic] 
conflict of interest. 


By incorporating this new company, the 
UPD, county officials dissolved the bands 
that attached police to the people of a city, 
and forever robbed the people of their 
constitutional sheriff — the last line of 
defense against the encroaching federal 
government and its mission to arm a na- 
tional police force. 

Self-serving bureaucrats inside the U.S. 
government are tirelessly trying to obliter- 
ate local police forces answerable to local 
citizens and promote the consolidation 
movement as a step toward federalization 
of law enforcement. These proponents of 
regional and national police forces desire 
nothing less than the eradication of all 
local police departments and sheriffs’ of- 
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fices, the surrender of state and municipal 
sovereignty, and the conversion of cops 
into federal security agents sworn not to 
protect and to serve their neighbors, but 
to protect the prerogatives of politicians. 
Take for example the information con- 
tained in a White Paper presented earlier 
this year to the House Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence. In that report, 
the Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS) is encouraged to embark on an 
“evolving mission” away from its osten- 
sible purpose of fighting terrorism, toward 
becoming the administrators of an enor- 
mous domestic intelligence agency result- 
ing from an integration of the country’s 
local and state law-enforcement agencies. 
This report was written by the Aspen 
Institute Homeland Security Group, co- 
chaired by former DHS chief Michael 
Chertoff. The blueprint promoted in the 
White Paper pushes Congress toward 
green-lighting the growth of DHS and the 
dissolution of local police and sheriffs. 
The organization described in the paper, 
entitled “Homeland Security and Intelli- 
gence: Next Steps in Evolving the Mis- 
sion,” is reminiscent of more draconian 
governments. For example, one section 
of the report calls for a transition in the 
mission of DHS away from protecting the 
country from the “terrorism” of foreign 
militants and toward “more specific home- 


Window to their world: The 
Aspen Institute Homeland Security 
Group, co-chaired by former DHS 
chief Michael Chertoff, has called 
for greater integration of federal 


and local law enforcement. 
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ward focused areas.” Additional sections 
of the report lay out the plans for build- 
ing a DHS/police hybrid agency that can 
monitor Americans in any town and pre- 
vent threats from fellow citizens. 

In order to achieve their ultimate aim, 
the globalists demand that DHS or some 
other federal agency take control of the 
personnel decisions currently made by 
local police chiefs and county sheriffs. 
“As the threat grows more localized,” the 
report claims, “the federal government’s 
need to train, and even staff, local agen- 
cies, such as major city police depart- 
ments, will grow.” Put another way: The 
federal government will run your local 
police department and sheriff’s office. 

A key component of this proposal is 
the establishment of “fusion centers.” The 
following information is taken from a fact 
sheet on fusion centers posted on the DHS 
website: “A fusion center is a collaborative 
effort of two or more agencies that provide 
resources, expertise and information to the 
center with the goal of maximizing their 
ability to detect, prevent, investigate, and 
respond to criminal and terrorist activity.” 

A description of the functioning of these 
incubators for the forthcoming federal po- 
lice force is also provided on the DHS site: 


State and major urban area fusion cen- 
ters (fusion centers) serve as primary 
focal points within the state and local 
environment for the receipt, analysis, 
gathering, and sharing of threat-relat- 
ed information among federal, state, 
local, tribal, and territorial (SLTT) 
partners.... Fusion centers conduct 
analysis and facilitate information 
sharing, assisting law enforcement 
and homeland security partners in 
preventing, protecting against, and re- 
sponding to crime and terrorism. 


The literature promoting the acceptance of 
fusion centers lists several ways the new 
federal agency will impose its will on the 
formerly autonomous and accountable po- 
lice chief or county sheriff. 

First, the feds will decide where and 
when to deploy local police department 
personnel. The chief, if he still exists, will 
be no more than a functionary required to 
make sure that the orders of the federal 
government are carried out. More likely 
than not, these new missions, in addition 
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to preventing crime in the city or county, 
will engage in the collection of informa- 
tion about and apprehension of those 
local citizens identified by a committee 
in Washington as posing a threat to na- 
tional security. Consider the revelation in 
2009 that Homeland Security’s Office of 
Intelligence and Analysis released a docu- 
ment entitled “Rightwing Extremism: 
Current Economic and Political Climate 
Fueling Resurgence in Radicalism and 
Recruitment,” which listed war veterans, 
anti-abortion activists, small-government 
advocates, and those concerned about im- 
migration as terrorist risks. 

Second, DHS (or whichever one of the 
federal agencies eventually takes over law- 
enforcement duties) will train new recruits. 
Policies, procedures, and purposes will not 
reflect traditional (and constitutional) goals 
of law enforcement, but will be tailored to 
training officers to perform those duties as- 
sociated with the new, national emphasis of 
the force, with a slant toward federalism. 

Finally, funds for this conversion from 
local police department to outpost of the 
federal law-enforcement agency will be 
provided by the bureaucrats on Capitol 
Hill. This carrot will be tied to the stick of 
federal control. 
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Another weapon in the arsenal of the local 
police abolitionists is a concept known as 
Public-Private Partnership (PPP). 

PPP is often defined as “a contract 
between a public sector authority and a 
private party, in which the private party 
provides a public service or project and 
assumes substantial financial, techni- 
cal and operational risk in the project.” 
As in the case of the Unified Police De- 
partment created in Salt Lake County, 
a private company is given control over 
some public function typically provided 
by government. It is a tactic very much 
in vogue in internationalist circles and is 
considered an effective way to sneak the 
influence and the control of the UN in the 
back door. 

Regardless of the rhetoric, the true pur- 
pose of PPP is to consolidate government 
and private corporations, giving them joint 
control over public entities such as law-en- 
forcement agencies. The result is the elim- 
ination of local sovereignty and the insidi- 
ous replacement of police chiefs, county 
sheriffs, and elected local councils with 
a board of directors of a company whose 
mission statement calls for the creation of 
an executive governing body that is neither 


Coordination and consolidation: A key component of this plan to give federal agencies control 
over local police is the establishment of fusion centers. DHS promotes fusion centers as means 
of helping police assist in the protection of homeland security. 
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fish nor fowl, but is obliged to enforce in- 
ternational treaties and regulations written 
by the apparatchiks at the UN. 

Given the UN’s role in promoting PPPs, 
it is likely that those administering these 
centralized partnerships will come from a 
coterie of managers accustomed to look- 
ing to the international body or federal 
agencies for guidance, if recent initiatives 
such as Agenda 21 are any example. If the 
UN passes, for example, the currently pro- 
posed Small Arms Treaty that calls for the 
confiscation of privately owned firearms 
in high-crime areas, then officers deployed 
in local jurisdictions will be ordered to go 
door-to-door in communities rounding up 
the “offensive” weapons. Thousands of 
police chiefs and sheriffs who understand 
their role as public servants and protectors 
of the Constitution will be powerless to 
oppose these edicts, and if they dare, they 
will simply be fired by the federal or in- 
ternational body that has already assumed 
control of personnel decisions. The Sec- 
ond Amendment would be dead. Which 
amendment would be next? 

As envisioned by the UN and the inter- 
nationalists in the U.S. government, PPP 
will dissolve local police departments 
and county sheriffs’ offices, replacing 
them with pseudo-private agencies made 
up of a mish-mash of federal agents and 
bureaucratic overseers adhering to global 
government regulations. 


In many cities and towns there is still time 
to stop the march toward consolidation, 
merger, and PPP. State and local sover- 
eignty is the solution to consolidation. 
Constitutional sheriffs and conscientious 
police chiefs are the last line of defense 
of the traditional mission of American law 
enforcement and should be jealous of their 
responsibilities, and should never permit 
politicians to hand those duties over to 
companies, cabals, or federal agencies. 

Citizens should be concerned because 
they will lose direct control over their 
neighborhood law enforcement through 
the right to elect their sheriff, and because 
every large law-enforcement agency di- 
vorces itself from the local community. 
The further away a government bureau- 
cracy is from the direct involvement of 
the local citizen, the less responsive it be- 
comes to the local citizen. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


All Americans have probably heard snippets and stories of Barack Obama’s shady 
friends. Now Trevor Loudon has compiled a tome about Obama’s radical associates. 


~~ 
BARACK 
OBAMA 
AND THI: 


ENEMIES 
WITHIN 


TREVOR LOUDON 
RODNEY Rh. STUBBS 
GLENN BECK 


by William F. Jasper 


Barack Obama and the Enemies Within, 
by Trevor Loudon, Las Vegas: Pacific 
Freedom Foundation, 2011, 664 pages, 
paperback. 


hen Barack Obama burst into 

the national firmament in 

2008, he was virtually un- 
known, a political phenomenon who had 
seemingly come out of nowhere. Most 
of his family background and personal 
history were shrouded in mystery. There 
were (and still are) major gaps and dis- 
crepancies in the facts regarding his birth, 
childhood, adolescence, formal education, 
foreign travel, and political associations. 
And although Obama was running for 
the most powerful political office on the 
planet, the press corps of the mainstream 
media (MSM) was more obsessed with a 
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trumped-up “scandal” concerning GOP 
vice presidential candidate Sarah Palin’s 
wardrobe than, for instance, Obama’s 
close ties to Weather Underground ter- 
rorists Bill Ayers and Bernardine Dohrn. 
The Ayers/Dohrn connection was one of 
the earliest bombshells signaling that the 
Chicago “community organizer” seeking 
to occupy the White House might have 
some serious baggage. 

The star-struck gumshoes of the MSM 
were not only completely AWOL during 
the 2008 campaign regarding Obama’s 
many troubling connections to radical 
and subversive groups and individuals, 
but they have also continued to ignore the 
steadily mounting, massive evidence of 
Barack Obama’s lifelong love affair with 
collectivism and his extensive ties to some 
of the most notorious activists of the Com- 
munist Party USA (CPUSA), the Commit- 
tees of Correspondence (COC, a break-off 
group of the CPUSA), the Democratic So- 
cialists of America (DSA), Students for a 
Democratic Society (the radical SDS cam- 
pus revolutionaries of the 1960s and ’70s), 
the Institute for Policy Studies (IPS), and 
the Weather Underground (WU). Worse 
yet, the corporate MSM commentariat 
have actively fronted for Obama, vicious- 
ly attacking any investigators who dare to 
expose the facts concerning the ultra-left- 
wing background, agenda, and connec- 
tions of President Obama and his mentors, 
appointees, advisors, and associates. 

Much of the credit for breaking the 
media blackout on Barack Obama’s real 
political identity goes to Trevor Loudon 
of New Zealand, whose websites Key- 
Wiki.org and Trevorloudon.com have 
published reams of important informa- 
tion on Barack Obama, key activists in his 
administration, and the national network 
of labor unions, think tanks, academics, 
“community organizations,” and political 
operations that are crucial to moving his 
Marxist agenda. Loudon has laboriously 
unearthed hundreds of documents and 
thousands of published stories from estab- 


lishment, communist, and leftist publica- 
tions to “connect the dots” demonstrating 
the extensive subversive web of “Progres- 
sive” activists that propelled Obama to 
power. He has done what legions of MSM 
reporters should have done, but failed to 
do. However, unlike many of the other 
“conservatives” who regularly discredit 
themselves and “the Right” by attacking 
Obama on talk radio and the blogosphere 
with insults, invective and profanity-laced 
bombast, and unsubstantiated charges, 
Loudon restricts his commentary to facts, 
solid analysis, logical inference, and hard- 
hitting, but civil, discourse. 

Much of this hard-hitting investigative 
research of the past four years has been 
compiled into Loudon’s book, Barack 
Obama and the Enemies Within, a massive 
664-page tome that is jam-packed with in- 
formation every voter needs to know. Ob- 
viously, within the confines of this short 
review, we can barely skim a tiny portion 
of the evidence Loudon has assembled. 
The book is well footnoted, indexed, and 
copiously illustrated with photographs 
and reproductions of documents, many 
of which are reproduced in greater detail 
at KeyWiki.org and Trevorloudon.com. 
We should note that this is not everyday 
leisure reading for the typical couch po- 
tato. It is a compilation of research pieces 
Loudon has written over the past sev- 
eral years and is super-dense with names 
and groups most Americans are not (but 
should be) familiar with. Which means 
it will require a bit more mental exertion 
than reading a novella or watching Danc- 
ing With the Stars. 


Where to begin in such a target-rich environ- 
ment? Frank Marshall Davis is a likely start- 
ing point. Davis, a Communist Party USA 
activist and propagandist in Chicago and 
Hawaii, was a mentor to the young Barack 
Obama. Obama mentions Davis’ influence 
in his book Dreams of My Father, although 
he merely refers to Davis as “Frank.” 
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The pro-Obama mainstream media have 
either ignored the Davis-Obama connection 
altogether or barely mentioned it in pass- 
ing, and seldom is Davis’ CPUSA activ- 
ism brought up. Wikipedia even gives the 
impression Davis was an anti-communist! 
Wikipedia says, “Davis became interested 
in the Communist party in 1931 during the 
famous Scottsboro boys and Angelo Hern- 
don cases,” but “he warned against blacks 
accepting the Depression-era remedies 
being pushed by communists.” Wikipedia 
does not give a source for Davis’ alleged 
warning to fellow blacks. Trevor Loud- 
on’s KeyWiki entry on Davis, by way of 
contrast, is loaded with detailed informa- 
tion from Davis’ FBI files, as well as from 
Communist Party publications. (Side note: 
Professor Paul Kengor has written an entire 
book on Davis entitled, The Communist: 
Frank Marshall Davis — The Untold Story 
of Barack Obama’s Mentor.) 


Davis did not simply become “inter- 
ested” in the CPUSA, but became a full- 
fledged, dues-paying member (member- 
ship card number 47544) and swore an 
oath of loyalty to the Soviet Union that in- 
cluded the line, “I pledge myself to remain 
at all times a vigilant and firm defender of 
the Leninist line of the Party, the only line 
that insures the triumph of Soviet Power 
in the United States.” 

If Frank Marshall Davis had been 
a single, aberrant influence in Barack 
Obama’s life, the ho-hum, “so what?” at- 
titude of the political chattering classes 
regarding this fact might be more under- 
standable, though still not acceptable. 
However, Comrade Davis represents 
only the tip of a very large iceberg. One 
of Davis’ Communist Party comrades 
and close personal friends was black 
journalist Vernon Jarrett. Davis and Jar- 
rett were both elected officers of the 
Communist Party in Chicago and both 
worked together in many communist 
front groups. Jarrett is the father-in- 
law of Valerie Jarrett, who is described 
on the official Obama WhiteHouse.gov 
website as “a Senior Advisor to President 
Barack Obama. She is also the Chair of 
the White House Council on Women and 
Girls.” 

Here are some of the things the official 
White House bio doesn’t tell you, but that 
you can find in Loudon’s book: 


In 1991, while Chief of Staff for Chi- 
cago Mayor Richard J. Daley, Valerie 
Jarrett hired Michelle Robinson. At 
that time she (Robinson) was en- 
gaged to Barack Obama. 

Later Valerie Jarrett ran the fi- 
nances for Obama’s 2004 Senate bid 
and served as treasurer of Obama’s 
HOPEFUND. 

Jarrett became one of Obama’s 
closest friends and advisers and some- 
times [is] even described as the “other 
side of Barack’s brain.” 


It is not Loudon who came 
up with the description of 
Jarrett as the “other side 
of Barack’s brain.” He is 
simply reporting how pro- 
Obama writers for the New 
York Times, the Huffington 
Post, and other MSM sourc- 


es have described the Jarrett-Obama rela- 
tionship, based on comments from those 
in Obama’s inner circle. 

It would seem that Jarrett is something 
of an Obama administration equivalent to 
Woodrow Wilson’s advisor Col. Edward 
Mandell House, whose influence on the 
president was so significant that Wilson 
referred to him as his “alter ego.” So, it 
might be worthwhile to delve into Valerie 
Jarrett’s background. Loudon has done 
this. In addition to the Vernon Jarrett com- 
munist connection, Valerie’s mother, Bar- 
bara Taylor Bowman, has a long history 
of South Side Chicago ultra-left activism, 
including running the Erikson Institute, 
where she worked alongside Weather 
Underground terrorist leader Bernardine 
Dohrn and Tom Ayers, father of terrorist 
Bill Ayers. 

However, Valerie Jarrett is but one of lit- 
erally hundreds of people close to Obama, 
or prominent supporters of Obama, who 
should cause concern in any reasonable 
American. The most obvious individuals 
who should elicit alarm are those such as 
Ayers and Dohrn, who were not mere “lib- 
erals” but self-described communists, who 
actually adopted the terrorist path. Now 
they are professors, unrepentant tenured 
radicals. Although they are the best-known 
hardcore radicals in Obama camp, they are 
far from unique. Other prominent Obam- 
aites from the Weather Underground and 
the SDS include Jeff Jones, Todd Gitlin, 
Paul and Heather Booth, Mark Rudd, Tom 
Hayden, Mike Klonsky, Carl Davidson, 
Marilyn Katz, Thorne Dreyer, and David 
Hamilton. 

But those entries don’t even scratch the 
surface. What about top Obama advisors 
David Axelrod, David Bonior, Cass Sun- 
stein, John Holdren, and Rosa Brooks? 
And what about Timuel Black, Quentin 
Young, Jose Laluz, Andy Stern, Libero 
Della Piana, Manning Marabel, Cornell 
West, and Barbara Ehrenreich? What 
about the huge influence of the Demo- 
cratic Socialists of America, Progressives 
for Obama, Peoples Weekly World (the 
CPUSA newspaper), the Movement for a 
Democratic Society (a revival of the SDS 
for aging radicals), and radical left unions 
such as SEIU and AFSCME? For vital, 
detailed information on these groups and 
individuals, you must get and read Barack 
Obama and the Enemies Within. 
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Twins Nearly Perish in 
Rescue Efforts 


When twins from Utah set out to rescue 
a driver who had just been in a car crash, 
they came upon a tragic scene, and nearly 
lost their own lives in the rescue attempt. 

Twenty-three-year-old identical twins 
Skyler and Beau Maxon, originally from 
Salt Lake City, Utah, had moved to Los 
Angeles two years ago to pursue acting 
careers. They were in their apartment on 
Wednesday, August 22 at around 8:30 p.m. 
when they heard tires screeching. They 
rushed out to discover that the driver of 
an SUV had lost control of his vehicle and 
crashed into a light pole and fire hydrant, 
reported ABC 4 News. 

“Water was spraying 40 feet into the air 
and the street became a pond,” said Beau. 

Beau and Skyler rushed to the aid of 
the driver, but stopped for a moment when 
they recognized that there was live wire 
precariously close to the water. Unfortu- 
nately, two women who had stopped to 
help did not take note of the dangerous 
combination of water and live wire and 
perished. 

“This woman on the ground she was 
lying on her back and her arms were 
sticking straight up in the air,” said Beau. 
“I started going through water and I 
didn’t feel any electricity at this point.” 
Beau tried to pull the women out, but once 
he touched one of them, he knew the elec- 
tricity was too strong. “That’s when I felt 
the electricity,” he said. “My eyes closed 
and I could feel my body just crumble, it 
just collapsed.” 

Skyler witnessed his brother’s actions 
and explained what he believes made the 
difference between life and death. “The 
difference was he fell back away from her 
towards us and unfortunately the other 
woman fell on top of the first woman.” 

Beau fortunately survived with just 
electricity exit wounds on his feet. 

Beau and Skyler’s father marveled at 
the ordeal, asserting that a miracle had 
saved his boys. 

“He shouldn’t be here,” said Mark 
Maxon. “There’s no explanation as to why 
he’s still here other than we believe he’s 
got a greater purpose.” 
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The 19-year-old driver of the SUV 
walked away from the accident without 
injury. Police are unsure of the cause of 
the accident, but believe that the driver 
was driving at reckless speeds. 

Mark Maxon was appalled by the sce- 
nario, noting two women died because of 
the indiscretion of another. “I hate to call 
it an accident, but this isn’t,” he said. “An 
accident is when someone makes a mis- 
take, but this is out-right negligence from 
what we can see and two human beings 
are gone.” 


Father Saves 
Injured Drivers 


“T guess you’d call it a situation when your 
body takes over and your mind catches up 
later,’ said 47-year-old Joe Caruso, a Des 
Peres, Missouri, resident who charged into 
the flames of an auto accident to save two 
injured drivers. 

Newsmagazine Network reported that 
two vehicles collided at the intersection of 
Carman Road and Dougherty Ferry in the 
St. Louis suburb of Manchester, Missouri, 
on August 14. Caruso and his 15-year-old 
daughter, Sophia, witnessed the crash, as 
they were very nearly involved. 

When Caruso and his daughter ap- 
proached the intersection at 9:51 p.m., Ca- 
ruso began to turn onto Dougherty Ferry. 
In his peripheral vision, he noticed a silver 
Chevy Blazer stopped at his left for the red 
light, and a black Chevy Tahoe was fast 
approaching the stopped Blazer. 

“Tt all happened so fast.... I could see 
there was going to be some kind of col- 
lision, so I floored the accelerator to get 
through the intersection and out of the 
way,” he said. 

Caruso’s estimates were right. The 
Tahoe rear-ended the Blazer, and both cars 
shot through the intersection. The Blazer 
caught fire and burst into flames. His ve- 
hicle would likely have been involved in 
the collision had he not sped up. 

“Somehow they missed us,” he said. 
“Tt seemed more like a scene from some 
action movie because I didn’t think cars 
exploded into flames like that in real life.” 

But Caruso did not have long to ponder 
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just how close he and his daughter came to 
being involved in the accident. He knew he 
had to act quickly to help the drivers who 
were involved. Caruso told the Town and 
Country-Manchester Patch, 


I didn’t know how many people in the 
other two cars might be alive or dead. 
But I had to see what could be done, 
so I told Sophia to call 9-1-1 while I 
checked the other cars. 

She kept saying, “Don’t go, don’t 
go.” I’m sure she was afraid some- 
thing might happen to me. But I just 
couldn’t stand there and do nothing, 
so I told her again to call 9-1-1 and 
get some help. 


There were no other vehicles in sight, so 
Caruso had to act alone. He immediately 
approached the Blazer and tried to open 
the door, but had difficulty. 

“T’m not sure if the door was jammed 
or just locked, but suddenly it popped 
open and the driver — a woman — fell 
out and into my arms. The smoke and 
heat were pretty bad, so I dragged her 
away as fast as I could,” Caruso contin- 
ued. Almost immediately upon getting 
the driver to safety, her vehicle exploded 
in more violent flames, shattering glass 
and sending pieces of metal dozens of 
feet into the air. 

“T couldn’t tell if she had been burned 
or not, but her clothes weren’t on fire and 
I told her she was going to be OK and that 
help was on the way.” 

Caruso then approached the Tahoe as 
the flames from the Blazer made their way 
closer to it. Approaching the vehicle from 
the passenger’s side, Caruso observed that 
the driver was unconscious and slung over 
the steering wheel. 

It was then that Caruso noticed a female 
passerby stop to offer assistance. Simulta- 
neously, Manchester Police Officer Gerald 
Gonzalez arrived on the scene. The three 
of them managed to lift the man from the 
driver’s side to the passenger side and out 
of danger. 

Officer Gonzalez later praised Caruso 
for his heroics, as well as the female pass- 
erby, whose name they never learned. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Gun Control or Kaller Control? 


After shooting incidents in which multiple victims are killed, calls arise for gun control. 
But evidence tells us that guns control wanton killers, and without guns, deaths rise. 


AP Images 


Crazy? Many Americans carry guns for self-defense. Though they are often maligned, it is a fact that 
virtually every mass shooting occurs where guns are not allowed. In the recent Aurora shooting, the 
shooter bypassed large theaters near his apartment to attack in one that didn’t allow guns. 


by Jack Kenny people murdered by their own govern- 


ments in R.J. Rummel’s sobering vol- 


shooting sprees have created the impres- 
sion of a gun culture gone wild in the 
minds of people understandably shocked 
by the senseless killing. But a depraved 
killer or two, even when armed with au- 
tomatic or semi-automatic weapons, may 
kill a dozen or more people at a school, 
shopping mall, or movie theater before 
being killed or captured. Governments 
with legal monopolies on lethal weapons 
have in the past century killed people by 
the millions. 


The “Advantage of Being Armed” 

In the summer of 1968, Sen. Joseph Tid- 
ings (D-Md.) was venting his frustration 
over resistance to gun control legislation 
on the part of his colleagues and, indeed, 
much of America. “It is just tragic,” he 
lamented, “that in all of Western civiliza- 
tion, the United States is the one country 
with an insane gun policy.” To the eminent 
historian Richard Hofstadter, that was an 
understatement. “Western or otherwise,” 
wrote Hofstadter in American Heritage 
magazine: 


The United States is the only modern 
industrial urban nation that persists 
in maintaining a gun culture. It is the 


“A well regulated Militia, being necessary 
to the security of a free State, the right of 
the people to keep and bear Arms, shall 
not be infringed.” 

Second Amendment 
“We submit, in short, that a strong and 
well armed police force is part of the in- 
dispensable price of peace and the sooner 
the world faces up to this conclusion the 
better it will be for all people.” 

World Peace Through World Law, 
Greenville Clark and Louis B. Sohn. 1958 
@) lin supposedly said. “A million 

are a Statistic.” As one who pro- 
vided the world with an abundance of 


both tragedy and statistics, Stalin spoke 
with authority. In all the numbers of 
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ume, Death by Government, “The Soviet 
Gulag State” tops the list at 61,911,000, 
finishing well ahead of “The Commu- 
nist Chinese Anthill” (35,236,000) and 
the “Nazi Genocide State” (20,946,000). 
While the 20th century featured two 
world wars and numerous local and re- 
gional conflicts between and among na- 
tions, it is the penchant of governments 
for killing their own people that has 
made the last hundred years the deadli- 
est of all centuries. As was said so well 
by William Norman Grigg in Global Gun 
Grab, “Mass murder is the only field of 
endeavor in which the state outperforms 
its private sector competition — and it 
does so in classic monopolistic fashion.” 

A few deranged individuals who kill 
innocent people in headline-making 


only industrial nation in which the 
possession of rifles, shotguns, and 
handguns is lawfully prevalent among 
large numbers of its population... 
Many otherwise intelligent Ameri- 
cans cling with pathetic stubbornness 
to the notion that the people’s right to 
bear arms is the greatest protection 
of their individual rights and a firm 
safeguard of democracy — without 
being in the slightest perturbed by the 
fact that no other democracy in the 
world observes any such “right” and 
that in some democracies in which 
citizens’ rights are rather better pro- 
tected than in ours, such as England 
and the Scandinavian countries, our 
arms control policies would be con- 
sidered laughable. 
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Constitution, wrote James Madison 
Federalist, No. 46, “preserves the 
tage of being armed which Americans 
s over the people of almost every 
ation where the governments are 
id to trust the people with arms.” 


Perhaps they are not laughing in Switzer- 
land, where every adult male of military 
age is required to keep his army-issued 
rifle in his home, in a country that has 
one of the world’s lowest crime rates. 
More to the point, however, what was a 
source of frustration for Sen. Tidings and 
a cause of embarrassment to the learned 
Hofstadter was, in fact, a source of pride 
to the architects of our nation’s Constitu- 
tion. Even before the Bill of Rights, with 
its explicit guarantee of the right “to keep 
and bear Arms,” was submitted to the 
states for ratification, it was generally un- 
derstood that the citizens who would be 
governed under the federal Constitution 
would be an armed people. “The Constitu- 
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tion,” wrote James Madison 
in The Federalist, No. 46, 
“preserves the advantage of 
being armed, which Ameri- 
cans possess over the people 
of almost every other nation” 
where “the governments are 
afraid to trust the people with 
arms.” It might not have oc- 
curred to Madison that the 
people of other countries — 
especially the English, given 
their recent experience with their former 
colonies — would find arms in the hands 
of the American people “laughable.” 

Indeed, Madison viewed an armed pop- 
ulace as a safeguard of liberty and threat to 
tyrants, both foreign and domestic. Should 
the national government exceed its pow- 
ers under the new Constitution and attempt 
to subjugate the people, its standing army 
would be met by “a militia amounting to 
near half a million people with arms in 
their hands, officered by men chosen from 
among themselves, fighting for their com- 
mon liberties and united and conducted by 
governments possessing their affections 
and confidence.” 

The belief was widely shared that only 
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the Turks slaughtered Armenians through massacre, starvation, and exhaustion. Of course, the 
Armenians had previously been disarmed by the Turks so that there could be no resistance. 
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an armed people could preserve their liber- 
ties and that the Constitution was written 
and ratified with that end in mind. “The 
Constitution shall never be construed to 
prevent the people of the United States 
who are peaceable citizens from keep- 
ing their own arms,” said Samuel Adams, 
during the ratification convention in Mas- 
sachusetts in 1788. In our own time, Sen. 
Orrin Hatch (R-Utah) surmised that Sam 
Adams “would be shocked to hear that his 
native state today imposes a year’s sen- 
tence, without probation or parole, for car- 
rying a firearm without a police permit.” 

“The great object is that every man be 
armed,” said Patrick Henry at Virginia’s 
ratification convention. “Every man who 
is able may have a gun.” 

Three years later, the right was made 
explicit with the adoption of the first 
10 Amendments in 1791. The Second 
Amendment affirmed: “A well regulated 
militia, being necessary to the security of 
a free state, the right of the people to keep 
and bear Arms shall not be infringed.” The 
militia was made up of free people bearing 
their own weapons of defense. 

“A militia when properly formed are 
in fact the people themselves and include 
all men capable of bearing arms,” wrote 
Virginia’s Richard Henry Lee, a member 
of the first U.S. Senate, which approved 
the Bill of Rights. “To preserve liberty it 
is essential that the whole body of people 
always possess arms and be taught alike, 
especially when young, how to use them.” 

For liberty to be secure, it was neces- 
sary that weapons be in the hands of the 
people and not entrusted only to a profes- 
sional standing army. Though the power 
to “raise and support Armies” is assigned 
to Congress in our Constitution, the dis- 
trust of standing armies is reflected in the 
requirement that “no Appropriation of 
Money to that Use shall be for a longer 
Term than two Years.” While armies might 
be needed to repel external threats, they 
were also seen as temptations to tyrants 
who would use them to subdue and op- 
press the people. 

“Before a standing army can rule, the 
people must be disarmed; as they are in 
almost every kingdom of Europe,” Noah 
Webster observed, while in America “the 
whole body of the people are armed, and 
constitute a force superior to any bands 
of regular troops that can be, on any pre- 
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More than “papers, please”: Sandal under Adolf Hitler took guns from Jews, the residents 
of the countries they invaded, such as the Polish people shown here, and anyone considered a 
“subversive.” 


tense, raised in the United States.” When 
Thomas Jefferson wished to impress upon 
his countrymen the dangers of a national 
bank, he found an apt comparison in the 
threat posed by a permanent army, ever at 
the service of the central government. “I 
believe that banking institutions are more 
dangerous to our liberties than standing 
armies,” he said. 

Americans of that generation had 
learned from history, both ancient and 
modern. Aristotle, writing in the fourth 
century B.C., warned in his Politics of 
rulers who would disarm the population. 
“As of oligarchy so of tyranny,” he wrote. 
“Both mistrust the people, and therefore 
deprive them of their arms.” 

Following the defeat of Athens by 
Sparta in the Peloponnesian War, the bulk 
of the Athenian population was disarmed 
and left defenseless against the crimes and 
cruelties of a ruling oligarchy known to 
history as the Thirty Tyrants. When Car- 
thaginians in the second century B.C. sur- 
rendered their weapons to a Roman army 
in exchange for promises of peace and se- 
curity, the Romans moved in and burned 
to the ground a thriving city and a center 
of commerce in the ancient world. The 
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people forged new weapons and fought 
to win back their land and their freedom, 
but could not overcome the advantage 
they had ceded by their previous surren- 
der. In the end, wrote historian Bernard D. 
LaRosa: 


The city’s population had been re- 
duced from 500,000 to 55,000 during 
its siege and capture. The survivors 
were sold as slaves, the city pillaged 
and then burned to the ground, its 
soil plowed and sown with salt. All 
Carthage’s dependencies who had 
stood by her were destroyed. The city 
burned for 17 days. 


Machiavelli, writing in the 16th century, 
declared it is a “legally armed” people 
who are likely to preserve their freedom. 
“Rome,” he wrote, “remained free for four 
hundred years and Sparta eight hundred 
although their citizens were well armed at 
the time; but many other states that have 
been disarmed have lost their liberties in 
less than forty years.” 

By the middle of the 16th century, fire- 
arms had become commonplace in Eng- 
land and, as the nation became increasing- 


ly Protestant following King Henry VIII’s 
separation from Rome, issues of gun 
ownership became entangled in England’s 
frequently bloody religious conflicts. The 
attempt by King James II, a Catholic, to 
disarm many of his Protestant subjects in 
the 17th century contributed to the popular 
uprising that led to his overthrow in the 
Glorious Revolution of 1688. In the Bill 
of Rights established the following year, a 
qualified right of gun ownership was rec- 
ognized, stating: “That the Subjects which 
are Protestants may have Arms for their 
Defence suitable to their Conditions and 
as allowed by Law.” Once freed from the 
arbitrary rule of the crown, England’s for- 
mer subjects in America affirmed in our 
own Bill of Rights a “right of the people 
to keep and bear arms,” without regard to 
their social or political “conditions” or 
religion. 

By the latter half of the 19th century, 
the increased production and falling prices 
of firearms resulted in widespread own- 
ership of guns by the common people of 
England, a trend viewed with alarm by 
some of the ruling gentry. In 1870, the 
chancellor of the exchequer introduced 
a gun-licensing bill under the guise of a 
revenue raising measure. Any firearm of 
any description, other than one kept at the 
owner’s home, would have to be registered 
at an annual fee of one pound, a consid- 
erable sum for the working-class people 
of that time. The bill would create a na- 
tional registry of firearms. The chancellor 
“hoped to make all firearms too expensive 
for the poor to carry,” wrote Joyce Lee 
Malcolm in Guns and Violence: The Eng- 
lish Experience (2002). It was designed, 
one member of parliament objected, “to 
operate most unequally and unjustly” and 
would “bring our laws and customs into 
harmony with the most despotic of Conti- 
nental Governments.” 

The law was enacted, but despite that 
and other more severe restrictions on gun 
ownership adopted in the 20th century, the 
British have been spared the deadly con- 
sequences of gun bans visited on people 
living under the “most despotic of Conti- 
nental Governments.” 


Armenia 

An Armenian revolt in 1893 was quickly 
crushed by the government of the Ottoman 
Empire, which then armed and encour- 
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aged mobs that killed tens of thousands 
of Armenians. In the years following, the 
government took steps to keep guns out 
of Armenian hands. A 1903 law banned 
the manufacture and importation of gun- 
powder without government permission. 
The manufacture of guns or ammunition 
without permission was banned in 1910, 
as was the unauthorized carrying of weap- 
ons or ammunition. But an all-out program 
of disarmament got under way in earnest 
in February 1915, when local officials in 
each Armenian district were ordered to 
round up and surrender quotas of firearms. 
Armenian homes were searched and guns 
confiscated, but it was a no-win proposi- 
tion for the officials. Those who met their 
quota were executed for allegedly con- 
spiring with the gun owners against the 
government. Those who came up short 
were executed on suspicion of stockpiling 
weapons for themselves. 

While many victims of the genocide 
that followed were executed, most died 
on forced marches in a government re- 
location program. The total number of 
Armenians killed has been estimated at 
somewhere between one million and 1.5 
million. 


Soviet Union 
During the Russian Civil War, firearms 
registration was imposed by the Bolshe- 
vik regime. After Lenin was wounded in 
an assassination attempt, the Council of 
People’s Commissars in October 1918 
ordered all but Communist Party mem- 
bers to surrender all sabers, firearms, and 
ammunition. Under a penalty decreed in 
1920, unauthorized persons found in pos- 
session of firearms would be sentenced 
to six months in prison. Lenin no doubt 
considered that an exercise in leniency. 
“Immediate execution for anyone caught 
with a firearm,” he had written in a direc- 
tive to party officials two years earlier. 
Stalin’s contribution to the disarming 
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of the people was a 1935 law 
decreeing a mere five years 
in prison for the carrying of 
a knife. The tens of millions 
who were murdered, worked 
to death in slave camps, or 
deliberately starved under 
Stalin’s regimes had already 
been disarmed by law in the 
“workers’ paradise.” 


Germany 

Some gun control advocates are fond of 
“debunking” the “myth” that gun control 
laws were a factor in establishing Hit- 
ler’s tyranny in Germany. The first Nazi 
gun control law, after all, was not enacted 
until 1938, five years after Hitler came to 
power. But that overlooks the significant 
contributions to national disarmament by 
the liberal Weimar Republic in the 1920s. 
In part because of fear of either a com- 
munist or militant right-wing coup and in 
part to comply with terms of the Versailles 
Treaty, the German government after 
World War I ordered the surrender of all 
guns. Later, permits, granted only to those 
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of “undoubted reliability,’ were required 
to purchase guns or ammunition. Permits 
to carry firearms were granted only upon 
a “demonstration of need.” 

“Apparently police discretion cut very 
heavily against permit applicants,” noted 
historian David Kopel. “For example, in 
the town of Northeim, only nine hunting 
permits were issued to a population of 
10,000 people.” 

Dealers were required to keep a reg- 
ister of their sales of guns and ammuni- 
tions, and the records may have been use- 
ful to the Nazis, who shortly after taking 
power, began a house-to-house search 
to remove firearms from the hands of 
“subversives.” On November 11, 1938, 
two days after the anti-Jewish riot known 
as “Kristallnacht,” or “night of broken 
glass,” Hitler issued a decree forbidding 
Jews to possess firearms, knives, or trun- 
cheons under any circumstances, and to 
surrender them immediately. How many 
weapons were collected is not known, 
but the edict served its purpose. Jews and 
others out of favor with the government 
knew it was dangerous to be found with 


Total removal: Josef Stalin went 
so far in his efforts to disarm 
Russians that he forbade the 

> » catrying of.knjves. Since he-had 
‘millions of Russians killed, he 
likely feared an uprising if the 
people had any hope of victory. 


a weapon. As subsequent history would 
prove, it was even more dangerous to be 
without one. 


China 
Like Hitler and Stalin, Mao Tse-tung 
found gun prohibition already in place 
when he came to power. A 1912 Chinese 
law banned the importation or possession 
of rifles, cannons, or explosives without 
a permit. It was not until eight years after 
Mao seized control of the government in 
Peking that the National People’s Con- 
gress enacted a law in 1957 banning the 
manufacture, repair, purchase, or posses- 
sion of any firearm or ammunition “in 
contravention of safety provisions.” 
Secure in the belief that “power comes 
from the barrel of a gun,’ Chairman Mao 
saw to it that the nation’s gun barrels were 
collected in the hands of officials loyal 
to him and his totalitarian regime. The 
number of the powerless who perished, 
meanwhile, defies calculation. “While 
many scholars agree that about one mil- 
lion people were murdered during the 
Cultural Revolution (1966-1976), wrote 
Kopel, “the number of people who were 
starved to death by Mao’s communization 
of the economy from 1957 to 1960 (‘the 
Great Leap Forward’) might be as low as 
one million, or as high as thirty million.” 


Cambodia 

When the communist Khmer Rouge forces 
dethroned the government of Pol Pot in 
Cambodia in 1975, much of the population 
had already been disarmed since the days 
of the French occupation. Many of those 
who did have weapons were persuaded to 
surrender them to the new regime, which 
had promised to protect them from the 
violence and oppression that had charac- 
terized the previous government. Many 
surrendered their weapons; many more 
surrendered their lives. Imposing a geno- 
cidal tyranny on an unarmed population, 
the communist government killed about 
a third of Cambodia’s six million people 
before its reign of death had run its course. 


A “Peaceful World” 

The bitter experience of the nations cited 
here offers a shocking but far from com- 
plete chronicle of government-inspired and 
-orchestrated massacres of the past hundred 
years. Mass graves around the world are 
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He learned from history: Mao knew the devastation that could be wrought by a ragtag group that 
had access to arms — his communists successfully took control of China after the Russians gave 
them captured Japanese weapons — so he wasn’t going to allow access to guns in China. 


filled with the remains of those who trusted 
in promises of peace and protection in ex- 
change for weapons of self-defense. Guns 
in the hands of the people can be danger- 
ous weapons. A monopoly of firepower in 
the hands of power-seeking government 
officials is more dangerous and far more 
deadly. Placing control of all weapons in 
the hands of an international institution like 
the United Nations, trusting in its “peace- 
keeping” forces to guard our lives and liber- 
ties, would be sheer and utter folly. 

The United Nations blueprint for world 
disarmament is already in place, outlined 
in documents like Freedom From War: 
The United Nations Program for General 
and Complete Disarmament in a Peaceful 
World and A World Effectively Controlled 
by the United Nations, both of which were 
prepared by our own State Department in 
the early 1960s. The UN campaign for a 
small arms treaty to impose legal restric- 
tions on small arms and light weapons sug- 
gests that the international tribunal seeks 
control over civilian as well as military 
weapons — all weapons, that is, except 
those required for a global police force. 
Ironically, those State Department docu- 


ments were written and submitted not long 
after the UN had made a travesty of its mis- 
sion in a part of the not very peaceful world 
known as Katanga in the Congo. Eyewit- 
ness reports from the area told of UN forces 
firing on a hospital and Red Cross vehicles. 
In the midst of that chaos, the following ap- 
peared in American newspapers: 


The battle for Elisabethville explod- 
ed into full war today, with casualties 
estimated in excess of 1,000. The UN 
declared martial law and ... Michel 
Tombelaine of France, deputy UN 
civilian commander, announced over 
the UN controlled radio that any ci- 
vilians found in illegal possession of 
arms will be summarily executed. 


Someday, perhaps, the world will be filled 
with peaceful people — once they have 
been “summarily executed.” Americans 
may be spared such a fate in our own land 
if we are vigilant to preserve the advantage 
described by James Madison: “the advan- 
tage of being armed, which the Americans 
[still] possess over the people of almost 
every other nation. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


She Was Out of Ambien 


In the early hours of the morning on Au- 
gust 16, 87-year-old Jean Frohling was 
awakened from her sleep by the sounds of 
an intruder in her bedroom, reported the 
Times News Online out of Hendersonville, 
North Carolina. Fortunately, Frohling kept 
a loaded gun in her nightstand to provide 
security for her home. She sat up quickly, 
retrieved her pistol, and prepared to shoot. 
She yelled at the man, and the scared crim- 
inal quickly fled from the home. Frohling 
called 911, and the 911 dispatch recording 
included the following unintentionally hu- 
morous statement from the feisty woman: 
“Tt was a quarter to three in the morning 
and I was out of my Ambien, thank good- 
ness, and heard the noise of my bedroom 
door opening.” 

Frohling is fortunate that she was out of 
Ambien, a sleep-inducing pharmaceutical, 
because she most likely would have been 
in too deep of a sleep to awaken to the 
sounds of a man burglarizing her home. 
When the police arrived at the home, they 
found a man in the woods nearby. A sec- 
ond man was found later that day, and both 
have been charged with first-degree bur- 
glary. The sheriff’s office credited Froh- 
ling’s quick-thinking and actions with 
them finding the men who they believe 
are connected to many other crimes in the 
area, including multiple burglaries and 
numerous “breaking and enterings” and 
larcenies throughout the county. 

Frohling was modest about her role in 
helping to bring these criminals to justice, 
but she did admit that she needed more 
practice to be comfortable firing the weap- 
on. “I have had the gun since I was in my 
40s, but I have never really practiced at han- 
dling the gun.... I will be going to the range 
to get more familiar with the weapon.” She 
added, “It really hit me when I called 911 
that someone had been inside my home.... 
I feel someone should own a gun or some 
kind of weapon to protect themselves.” 


Four for the Price of One 


The Topeka Capital Journal reported that 
a homeowner helped police detectives 
locate four burglary suspects. At around 
2 a.m. on August 14, three men, one of 
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whom was armed with a knife, forced 
their way into the home of an anonymous 
49-year-old man in Topeka, Kansas. The 
homeowner was able to retrieve his pistol 
and fire at the men. A shot hit one of the 
burglars in the neck. The wounded burglar 
later sought medical treatment for the in- 
jury and was taken into police custody for 
questioning about the break-in. Topeka 
Police Captain Brian Desch said that the 
investigation led to the names of the other 
suspects, including an additional getaway 
driver, and all of them were later arrested. 
“Detectives did a good job, and field ops 
and others went and located them,” Desch 
said. The suspects were arrested on sus- 
picion of aggravated burglary, aggravated 
assault, aggravated battery, criminal re- 
straint, theft, and criminal damage to prop- 
erty. One of the suspects was also booked 
in connection with a parole violation and 
is being held without bond. Another of the 
suspects also had Topeka bench warrants. 


Defend Yourself and Get 
Ticketed by the Cops 


FOX 4 reports out of Kansas City, Kan- 
sas, that a 57-year-old was ticketed by the 
police for firing a weapon on her property 
to scare away an intruder. Tanya Beck was 
home alone early in the morning of July 28 
when she witnessed a man trying to scale 
her fence to gain entry to her backyard. 
This was not the first time that Beck had 
dealt with criminals trespassing on her 
property. Beck had been the victim of an at- 
tempted break-in the night before. She told 
the police that someone tried to break into 
her basement while another man waited at 
the side door, but both were chased away 
by her barking dog. Beck was prepared 
this time and had her .22 pistol loaded and 
ready. She observed the man climbing into 
her yard, and she fired her pistol at him 
when he lunged at her. The shot missed, 
but it struck enough fear into the would-be 
burglar that he fled the scene. Beck called 
the police later that morning, and when 
they arrived they told her she did the right 
thing, FOX 4 reported. She gave her gun 
to the police to assist with their investiga- 
tion, but what happened next came as a 


surprise. A ticket from the police depart- 
ment showed up in her mailbox more than 
a week later. The ticket cited her for crimi- 
nal use of a weapon. Beck was stunned 
by the ticket because, she said, “I was in 
fear of my life, I was protecting myself.” 
Fortunately, the charges were dropped by 
a Kansas City Judge. Beck explained that 
“the judge politely told me the major of 
the police department dismissed the case.” 
The police department did tell FOX 4 that 
they plan to return Beck’s gun to her and 
will apologize for the inconvenience they 
caused. The police admitted that she did 
nothing wrong and that she was well 
within her constitutional rights to protect 
herself. Beck was relieved to have all this 
behind her, and told FOX 4, “I’m relieved 
I had my gun, because if not I don’t know 
what would’ve happened to me.” 


Is Nothing Sacred? 


As the economy continues to chug along 
on life support, desperate criminals are 
turning to unlikely targets. News sta- 
tions across the nation are reporting that 
criminals are ripping off copper from local 
churches in the hope of selling the metal 
at scrap yards. 

Apparently, the criminals are hoping 
that the churches will follow Jesus’ preach- 
ing to “turn the other cheek” and be easy 
targets. That wasn’t the case in an August 
17 incident, according to WHIO-TV out 
of Dayton, Ohio. The news reported that 
a metal thief ended up with lead instead 
of copper when he tried ripping off a local 
church. The suspected burglar broke into 
a church through the back side off an 
alley. Unknown to the would-be thief, 
the church caretaker had been staying in- 
side the building because of prior copper 
thefts. Dayton Lieutenant Donald Burden 
told News Center 7 that the caretaker “was 
staying in the church to keep an eye on 
it.... He was lying in the basement when 
he heard the window breaking.” The care- 
taker confronted the burglar and fired one 
shot from a shotgun, which hit the crimi- 
nal in the chest. The wounded suspect was 
taken to a nearby hospital for surgery and 
is expected to survive. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Mendacious Mediscaring 


ITEM: President Obama, in his weekly 
radio address on August 25, vowed to 
preserve and strengthen Medicare for se- 
niors. He told the country, “Thanks to the 
health care law [ObamaCare] we passed, 
nearly 5.4 million seniors with Medicare 
have saved over $4.1 billion on prescrip- 
tion drugs.” 

Moreover, said the president, “We’ve 
extended the life of Medicare by almost 
a decade. And I’ve proposed reforms that 
will save Medicare money by getting rid of 
wasteful spending in the health care system 
and reining in insurance companies — re- 
forms that won’t touch your guaranteed 
Medicare benefits. Not by a single dime.” 

Republicans in Congress, maintained 
the president, “have put forward a very 
different plan. They want to turn Medicare 
into a voucher program. That means that 
instead of being guaranteed Medicare, 
seniors would get a voucher to buy insur- 
ance, but it wouldn’t keep up with costs. 
As a result, one plan would force seniors 
to pay an extra $6,400 a year for the same 
benefits they get now. And it would effec- 
tively end Medicare as we know it.” 
Item: In his speech to the Republican 
National Convention on August 29, Wis- 
consin Representative Paul Ryan, the vice 
presidential candidate for the GOP and 
perhaps the chief proponent among Re- 
publicans in the House for Medicare re- 
form, said in part: “Medicare is a prom- 
ise, and we will honor it. A Romney-Ryan 
administration will protect and strengthen 
Medicare, for my Mom’s generation, for 
my generation, and for my kids and yours. 
So our opponents can consider themselves 
on notice. In this election, on this issue, 
the usual posturing on the Left isn’t going 
to work.” 

Item: The Wall Street Journal, in an ar- 
ticle on August 31, emphasized that “Re- 
publicans have thrust Medicare into the 
campaign with a plan to shift program 
beneficiaries to private insurance plans.” 
The Democrats, concluded the Journal 
news report, “have long believed Medi- 
care would be politically useful in the 
2012 election, and ramped up their focus 
on the potential disruption that could arise 
from GOP proposals after Mr. Romney 
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What do they want? Contrary to what Democrat ads would have you believe, neither Romney nor 
Ryan plans to end Medicare. In fact, their plans would likely extend the life of Medicare — which 
will soon be insolvent — longer than President Obama’s plans under ObamaCare. 


tapped Mr. Ryan as his running mate. The 
Obama campaign is running a TV ad in 
battleground states accusing Mr. Romney 
of breaking the ‘promise’ of Medicare.” 
CORRECTION: Democrats claim that 
Grandma will be rolled over the cliff. 
Paul Ryan and Mitt Romney will destroy 
Medicare “as we know it,” say the endless 
attack ads, even as the Republicans atop 
the ticket swear they will protect the costly 
program forever. 

Bum-steering rhetoric aside, there is 
less difference between the major parties 
on some aspects of the issue of Medicare 
than many believe. That said, there are 
also definite distinctions, disparities that 
likely would become more important with 
the passage of time. 

From the White House and its allies, 
however, there has already been a barrage 
of over-the-top claims intended to terrify 
voters — to the point that such tactics have 
acquired their own nickname: Mediscare. 
Today’s seniors are being alarmed pur- 
posely, and wrongly, because they vote 
in large numbers, despite the fact that no 
plan supported by Mitt Romney and Paul 
Ryan, who was the House Budget Com- 
mittee chairman before he joined the GOP 
ticket, would affect any American who is 
now age 55 or older. 

Medicare faces real problems, to the 
point that it and other “entitlements” al- 


ready threaten to bankrupt the country. 

Despite a mountain of political assur- 
ances that Medicare can be relied upon al- 
ways, its fatal trajectory should have been 
apparent for a long time. In 1965, the new 
Medicare program was projected to cost 
$9 billion by the year 1990. That wasn’t 
even close. By then, the cost turned out 
to be $65 billion. The sky has been the 
ceiling since — with Medicare spending 
reaching $560 billion in 2011. Recent pro- 
jections by the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice put the program’s yearly price tag at 
more than $1J trillion by 2022. 

Here’s a summary of how things stand 
these days, from a Heritage Foundation 
“Backgrounder”: 


The United States is at a fiscal tip- 
ping point — mostly due to the ex- 
plosive growth in federal entitlement 
spending, especially on Medicare. 
The long-term unfunded liability of 
the Medicare program — promised 
benefits that are not financed — is 
almost $37 trillion, and it is relent- 
lessly generating annual deficits. 
Medicare’s hospital insurance (HI) 
trust fund faces a shortfall of $31.8 
billion in 2012. 


Indeed, that is really a rosy projection. As 
one analyst noted a while ago in the New 


41 


AP Images 


York Post: “Going forward, the most op- 
timistic estimate puts Medicare’s future 
unfunded liabilities at more than $38.6 
trillion. More realistic projections suggest 
the shortfall could actually top $90 tril- 
lion.” Accordingly, whoever is in the White 
House and Congress will have to end Medi- 
care in its current form. How that will hap- 
pen is the question. The longer the wait for 
real reform, the harder it will become. 

To convince voters that Medicare reform 
is a bad thing — acceptance of reform is 
bad for Democrats’ reelection chances — 
the White House has decided to keep re- 
iterating the same claims about how the 
“Republican” plan will cost seniors more. 
Saying that endlessly doesn’t make it true. 
The editors of the Wall Street Journal have 
shown how empty that charge really is: 


One of President Obama’s regular 
attacks on Paul Ryan’s Medicare 
reform is that it would force seniors 
to pay $6,400 a year more for health 
care. But merely because he keeps re- 
peating this doesn’t mean it’s in the 
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estimate of the gap between the cost 
of health care a decade from now, in 
2022, and the size of the House bud- 
get’s premium-support subsidy for a 
typical 65-year-old in 2022. 

In other words, the $6,400 has no 
relevance for any senior today. None. 
But it also is unlikely to have any rel- 
evance for any senior ever because 
CBO concedes that its number is high- 
ly uncertain and “will depend on the 
evolution of the health care and health 
insurance systems over time, which is 
hard to predict.” That’s for sure. 

The more fundamental problem 
is that the CBO analysis has nothing 
to do with the current Mitt Romney- 
Paul Ryan plan. Nada. Over the last 
year Mr. Ryan has made major ad- 
justments to his original proposal as 
he sought a compromise with Demo- 
crats. In its most up-to-date analysis, 
CBO admits that it “does not have 
the capability at this time to estimate 
such effects” in the new version. 


continue. At this point, the Democrats ap- 
parently think their alarmist methods are 
helping them. “Democrats have made the 
Ryan plan’s Medicare prescriptions their 
No. 1 issue in the battle for the House 
and Senate,” noted the New York Times 
after the Republican convention. “Even 
Republicans conceded the attacks are tak- 
ing a toll.” 

Many in the GOP are pointing out that 
ObamaCare’s cuts to Medicare (reduc- 
tions from future projected spending to- 
tals, as those in Washington are wont to 
calculate) already have put in place the 
mechanism that will pull $716 billion 
from the seniors program. That is a very 
substantial amount, even when divided 
per beneficiary. As pointed out by John C. 
Goodman, a healthcare fellow at the Na- 
tional Center for Policy Analysis: 


Consider people reaching the age 
of 65 this year. Under ObamaCare, 
the average amount spent on these 
enrollees over the remainder of their 
lives will fall by about $36,000 at 


same area code of accurate. 
The claim is based on a now out- 
of-date Congressional Budget Office 


Details are not intended to be the strength 
of attack ads for any party. If the scare 
tactics seem to be working, they will 


today’s prices. That sum of money 
is equivalent to about three years 
of benefits. For 55-year-olds, the 
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spending decrease is about $62,000 
— or the equivalent of six years of 
benefits. For 45-year-olds, the loss is 
more than $105,000, or nine years of 
benefits. 

In terms of the sheer dollars in- 
volved, the planned reduction in fu- 
ture Medicare payments is the equiv- 
alent of raising the eligibility age for 
Medicare to age 68 for today’s 65 
year olds, to age 71 for 55-year-olds 
and to age 74 for 45-year-olds. But 
rather than keep the system as is and 
raise the age of eligibility, the reform 
law instead tries to achieve equiva- 
lent savings by paying less to the pro- 
viders of care. 


The president, for his part (see above), says 
he has “extended the life of Medicare by 
almost a decade” (rounding up from eight 
years to 10 in making this dubious claim). 
Yet, the alleged extension on paper of the 
Medicaid Trust Fund is not the same thing 
as extending Medicare “as we know it.” 
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Among other things, the president is 
double-counting the funds “saved” from 
Medicare to pay for ObamaCare at the 
same time he is making believe the funds 
would still be around for Medicare. This 
is a point made by the chief actuary for 
Medicare: “In practice, the improved 
[Medicare] financing cannot be simultane- 
ously used to finance other Federal outlays 
(such as the coverage expansions) and to 
extend the trust fund, despite the appear- 
ance of this result from the respective ac- 
counting conventions.” 

Meanwhile, the Democrats are trying 
to employ the term “voucher” as if that 
term alone would panic seniors, a pos- 
sibly dubious proposition with an age 
cohort whose coupon-clipping affinity 
is legendary. As Robert Pear of the New 
York Times has acknowledged: Even as 
the President has been accusing Rom- 
ney and Ryan of “trying to privatize and 
‘voucherize’ Medicare, his administration 
crows about the success of private health 
plans in delivering prescription 
drug benefits and other services 
to Medicare beneficiaries.” 

Medicare Part C is already a 
voluntary “voucher,” used by one 
in every four Medicare recipients. 
“More than a quarter of the 50 
million beneficiaries receive cov- 
erage through private Medicare 
Advantage plans, mostly health 
maintenance organizations, and 
Medicare’s drug benefits are de- 
livered exclusively by private 
insurers, subsidized by the gov- 
ernment,” the Times reporter has 
written. 

Fearful that their opponents’ 
fright-mongering will cost the 
GOP votes, the Republicans 
are growing cautious, despite 
the nation’s looming fiscal time 
bomb. Mitt Romney has verbally 
smacked Barack Obama for his 
ObamaCare cuts to Medicare, 
even as the Republican candi- 
date vows that he won’t make 
cuts of his own in the program. 
And Paul Ryan, having become 
a vice presidential candidate 
rather than just a Budget Com- 
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mittee chairman, now paints the GOP as 
the savior of Medicare. 

Ryan and other Republicans have indi- 
cated, points out economist Veronique de 
Rugy, a senior research fellow at the Mer- 
catus Center at George Mason University, 
that they don’t intend to cut Medicare “ex- 
cept to make it solvent on paper.’ Howev- 
er, says Dr. de Rugy, “solvency for Medi- 
care is an unachievable dream when you 
are effectively promising voters that you 
will preserve the program for everyone 
today and tomorrow, and when you say 
that there would be no benefit cuts and/or 
no increase in the payroll tax, premiums, 
and other fees that fund the program.” 

There are variations between the ways the 
parties would make their fixes, to be sure. 
John Goodman observes in USA Today that 
the White House “and Ryan Medicare bud- 
gets don’t differ that much. What does differ 
is their approach. The president’s approach 
is inflexible. Ryan’s approach has the ad- 
vantage of making the cuts less painful by 


Hearing the clock tick: Many doctors cap the number of 
Medicare patients they treat. Under ObamaCare, Medicare 

reimbursement will go down — as will the number of doctors 
who see Medicare patients. 


allowing market-based reforms instead of 
suppressing provider fees.” 

This divergence in approach could, if 
implemented, allow seniors to make more 
choices for themselves rather than the top- 
down solution favored by the Obama ad- 
ministration. Such differences could have 
a lasting effect on how healthcare is deliv- 
ered — if, that is, one trusts consumers to 
make more of their decisions. 

Even Medicare’s own actuaries, in look- 
ing at how the funding is being cut directly 
to suppliers of healthcare under Obama- 
Care, estimate that one in seven hospitals 
will not be around in eight years because of 
the spending change mandated by the plan 
pushed though by the president. A recent 
Medicare Trustees’ report observes that the 
payments from Medicare to physicians is 
now 80 percent of what is paid by private 
insurers, with those payments dropping to 
40 percent over two decades. Hospital pay- 
ments from Medicare are already consider- 
ably less than other insurance providers and 
are headed downward. 

Will most doctors and hospi- 
tals opt for larger payments or 
smaller ones? That answer should 
be obvious. 

A political “guarantee” to 
a Medicare patient today isn’t 
worth much if doctors won’t treat 
them tomorrow. Cutting fees to 
healthcare providers may help 
on paper but it is going to have a 
negative impact on patients. 

Michael Tanner, a senior fel- 
low at the Cato Institute, also has 
noted that the president’s “cuts” 
are intended to finance Obama- 
Care, not to shore up Medicare. 
In fact, the president would rather 
attack portions of a plan that was 
once backed by Congressman 
Ryan, rather than offer any realis- 
tic Medicare solution of his own. 
Plus, as Tanner writes, “It’s doubt- 
ful that those cuts will actually 
occur. The Congressional Budget 
Office recently pointed out that 
virtually none of the president’s 
proposed Medicare reforms actu- 
ally saved money in practice.” Hi 

—WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY ALEX NEWMAN 


Embassy Attacks and Blowback 


he Obama administra- 
tion and the establish- 
ment media insist the 


deadly embassy crisis is all 
about a crude video posted on 
YouTube months ago depicting 
the Islamic Prophet Moham- 
med — nothing else. 

In just one press confer- 
ence, between denouncing the 
video, White House spokes- 
man Jay Carney parroted that 
line almost a dozen times. 
“Let’s be clear: These protests 
were in reaction to a video that 
had spread to the region,” he 
repeated over and over again 
in various forms, emphasizing 
that it had nothing to do with 
the U.S. government’s interventionist foreign policy or Obama. 
Experts, though, are not buying it. Neither are neocons, noninter- 
ventionists, or even the rioting mobs themselves. 

In Libya, where the U.S. government worked with known al- 
Qaeda operatives to overthrow Gadhafi, Islamists armed with 
rocket-propelled grenades and machine guns killed U.S. Ambas- 
sador Christopher Stevens and several American staffers. Secre- 
tary of State Hillary Clinton seemed shocked that it could happen 
in acountry relentlessly bombed by NATO forces — in a country 
the United States “helped liberate,” according to Clinton. 

But foreign policy wonks had long predicted that blowback 
from our involvement would come sooner or later. Rep. Ron 
Paul (R-Texas), who serves on the House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, warned last year that American intervention in Libya 
might hand al-Qaeda another prize. It did. 

“The more the U.S. tries to control the rest of the world, ei- 
ther by democracy promotion, aid to foreign governments, or 
by bombs, the more events spin out of control into chaos, unin- 
tended consequences, and blowback,” Paul said. 

In Egypt, the situation was similar. Analysts warned days be- 
fore the protests began that Islamic extremists were plotting to 
burn down the U.S. embassy over grievances about the terror 
war. As if on cue, on September 11, thousands assembled out- 
side the American mission in Cairo looking for blood. 

Despite a half-baked statement by the embassy to appease 
Islamists, condemning the Mohammed video, rioters scaled the 
walls, ripped down the American flag and tore it to shreds, before 
burning parts of it for the cameras. In its place rose the black ban- 
ner sported by al-Qaeda types all over the world — the same ban- 
ner that flew over the Benghazi courthouse after Obama helped 
“liberate” Libya. 

Contrary to the absurd narrative peddled by the White 
House, Egyptian protesters made their grievances very clear. 
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Witnesses and reporters on 
the scene noted that the riot- 
ers were openly protesting 
U.S. foreign policy, support 
for the Israeli government, 
efforts to impose American 
values in the Islamic nation, 
various invasions of Muslim 
countries, and more. 

The anger goes back dec- 
ades. Consider that before 
turning against him, the U.S. 
government spent decades 
bankrolling Egyptian strong- 
man and president Hosni 
Mubarak. 

In Yemen, the tale is once 
again familiar. On September 
13, thousands of enraged Is- 
lamists descended on the U.S. embassy in Sana’a. They scaled 
the walls, torched a building, looted what they could, and re- 
placed the American flag with the Islamist banner. Again, it 
hardly happened in a vacuum. The U.S. government had been 
propping up the totalitarian regime of Ali Abdullah Saleh with 
massive amounts of military aid for the terror war. WikiLeaks 
cables showed that senior American military leaders even con- 
spired with the tyrant to have U.S. missiles rain down on sus- 
pected “militants” — largely opponents of the regime — while 
having Saleh take credit for the slaughter. 

When Yemenis demanded that Saleh leave the country, the 
U.S. government tried in vain to save him. When that failed, 
Yemen’s “vice president” assumed power as the only candidate 
on the ballot. Then Obama issued an “executive order” purport- 
ing to criminalize opposition to the new dictator. All the while, 
American drones were murdering Yemenis from the sky — 
women and children, too. 

The anti-American protests, of course, quickly spread to other 
nations targeted by U.S. foreign policy: Afghanistan, Sudan, 
Iran, Iraq, Tunisia, and more. Without a doubt, like the arming 
of Islamist radicals in Afghanistan decades ago, the blowback 
will continue to haunt the American people for generations. 

“In the Middle East, we have been out of control for the last 
15 years.... This is all about intervention in the Middle East,” ex- 
plained Michael Scheuer, the former head of the CIA bin Laden 
unit and an adjunct professor at Georgetown University. “This has 
everything to do with what our government does, and it should be 
clear to Americans: Americans are not hated in the Muslim world 
as people, but their government under either party is detested.” 

As several analysts put it, if the Innocence of Muslims film 
played any role at all in the crisis, it was merely that of a meta- 
phorical cigarette carelessly tossed onto a region that had already 
been thoroughly drenched with gasoline for over a decade. Ml 
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